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Correspondence respecting the Passage of Petroleum Tank-vessels 
through the Suez Canal. 


No. 1. 
Board of Trade to Foreign Office —(Received July 16.) 


Sir, Board of Trade, London, July 15, 1801. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to transmit to you, to be laid before the 
Marquis of Salisbury, the accompanying copies of a letter and its inclosure received from 
the Sceretary of Lloyd's respecting the passage of steamers carrying petroleum oil through 
the Suez Canal, and to suggest that, should his Lordship soo no objection, they should be 
forwarded to the Directors of the Sucx Canal Company for theit consideration, 

T have, &, 
(Signed) ' A. D. BERRINGTON. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 1. 
Lloyd's to Board of Trade. 


Sir, Lloyd's, London, July 8, 1891 
TAM instructed by the Committeo of Lloyd's to forward you herewith a copy of a 
communication which has been received from Messrs. C. T. Bowring and Co. upon the 
subject of the passage through the Suez Canal of tank steamers earrying petroleum ofl in 
bulk, and am to beg that you will be so good as to allow me to be informed whether Her 
Majesty's Government propose to take any measures with a view to Regulations being 
made for the passage of these steamers through the Canal. 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) H. M. HOZIER, Secretary. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 1. 


Messrs. Bowring and Co. to Lloyd's. 

Dear Sirs, London, July 2, 1891, 

CLIENTS of ours who have large quantities of goods passing through the Sue 
Canal have written to us informing us that they hear with apprehension that it is 
contemplated that tank steamers carrying petroleum oil in bulk will be sent through the 
Canai, and they desire to bring before the attention of the underwriters at Lloyd's the 
great risk which, in their opinion, there would be to their ships and merchandize in the 
Canal in the event of a collision or similar disaster occurring to these boats, which, on 
the a that they are constructed to carry the ll next the outaie pats in large 

110) 
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chambers, would, in the event of a hole being made in their side, discharge the oil into the 
Canal, _ 

‘They think it would be right to obtain the advice of such experts on the subject as 
Sir Frederick Abel or Mr. Boverton Redwood. ota 

‘Would it not be well for your Committee, considering the enormous interest involved, 


to adopt this course ? 
Yours truly, 


(Signed) . T. BOWRING axp Co. 


No. 2. 
Foreign Office to British Suez Canal Directors. 


(No. 2, Commercial.) 
metas : Foreign Office, July 20, 1891. 
TAM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to transmit herewith, for your considera 
tion, and for such action as you may think well to take in the matter, a copy of a letter 
and its inelosure from Lloyd's Committee,* and which has been communicated to this 
Department by the Board of ‘Trade, to whom it was addressed, on the subject of vesscls 
carrying petroleum oil through the Suez Canal. se 
am, &e. 


(Signed) JAMES FERGUSSON. 


No. 3. 
British Suez Canal Direetors to the Marquis of Salisburym—(Received October 6.) 


No. 5. Commercial) 
iy Lord, London, October 2. 1801. 

IN obedience to your Lordship’ despatch No 2 Catan of the 20h Joly It 
we requested M. Charles de Lesseps to give ux the draft Regulations for governing 1 
transit of veswels carrying petroloum in bulk through the Suez Conal which the Canspany 
‘wore coutemplating. ‘ 

Some ttl delay thas cceurred) in completing tho draft in order to obtain precise 
information as to tho rules existing in the ports of India for the protection of shipping. 

‘We have now the honour to submit the draft of the proposed Regulations, the 
discusion of which ME. de Lestep has been good enough to postpone until the Novetber 
micoting in order that we muy ascertain from your Lordship if they meet. the requirements 
of tho Board of Trade, 

‘The question us to whether petroleum tank-vossels should be allowed to pass through 
the Canal hax been referred by the Paris Management to the London Committee, and his 
been under discussion by them on more thon one occasion. ‘There has been considerable 
divergence of opinion, but finally it was agreed, by a majority of the Committee, that, 
‘under proper restrictions, the passage of these ships might be permitted. 

‘As a result of the opinion. given by the Committee, the Regulations we now submit 
have been prepared with special regard to the observations made by them. 

We have, &. 
(Signed) "J. STOKES. 
€. RIVERS WILSON, 


Inclosure in No. 3. 


Draft Regulations f0 govern the Transit of Vessels carrying Petroleum in bulk through the 
‘Suez Canal. 


ARTICLE 1. A partir do et jusqu'a nouvel ordre, le transit asve 
sutecise Gans'le Canal Ue Soar pour tous'tesitavires charges te pétrole en vac A la 
condition do satiafuire ou de se conformer rigoureusement aux prescriptions suivantes >— 
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Art. 2. Tout navire chargé de pétrole en vrac, qui se présentera devant I'un des ports 
entrée du Canal, devra faire connaltre, sans retard, sa qualité de pétrolier au moyen dan 
signal A déterminer. Le navire sera mouillé dans le port i un emplacement spéeial et il 
sera isolé au moyen de panes flottantes. 

Lentrée du Canal ne sera acconée au navire que si son capitaine fournit Ia prouve, en 
exhibant, le cas échéant, les piéces authentiques & Pappu 

1. Que son navire est de construction postérieure & 1889 ; 

Qu'il a été construit spécialement pour le transport du pétrole et qu'il est classé 
‘comme tel ; 

3. Que son classement est dans In catégorie +-A1 100 du Lloyd Anglais ou dans la 
categorie © } I du Bureau Veritas; 

4, Que son chargement ne comprend que du pétrole raffiné, de qualité uniforme ot 
telle que tous les échantillons qui en seront pris donnent une moyenne comme points 
inflammation de 23 degrés centrigrades (73 dogrés Fahrenheit), ou auedessus ot quucun 
de ces échantillons ne donne un point dinflammation inféricur a 21 degrés centigmdes 
(70 degrés Fahrenheit). Le capitaine sera tenu de justifier que le pétrole dont son 
havire est chargé satishit aux conditions qui précédent en communiquant aux agents 
de a Compagnie une pidee Iézalsée au port de changement et établissant quo la cargaison 
4 subi les épreuves ci-dossus exigées d'une manidre satisfaisante ; 

5. Que ses seuls moyens d’éclairage, en dehors des appareils réglementaires pour la 
navigation de nuit, sont des lampes ineandescentes (Clectriques) qui devront dite alluméos 
afin de permettre A Yagent du transit de constater qu’elles sont en bon état de fonctionne- 
ment ; 

6. Qu’il est muni de pompes d'un débit suffisant pour charger ou décharger 300 tonnes 
de pétrole par heure au minimum. Lagent da transit pourra demander que, soit cos 
Pompes, soit la machine auxiliaire qui les actionne, soient mises en marche devant 1ui 

7. Que les citernes du navire ne présentent ni fuito ni suintement dangereux de nature 
A Iu faire refuser W'acois ou lo stationnement dans les ports ob trafiquent les pétroliers, 

8, Que le tirant deau du navire ne dépasse pas 7 matres. 

Art, 8. Le capitaine, en réglant les droits do transit, devea payer, en outee, “une 
somme de 2,500 ff. représentant les frais spéciaux imposés & ln Compagnie par Ia nature du 
chargement de son navire, savoi 

1, Location d'un appareil spécial qni sera employé & convoyer le navire pétrolier et 
dont Vemploi sera obligatoire; 

Location de panes flottantes dont tn Compagnio aurn le droit d'ontouror Je navire 
pour Visoler quand t stationnera, soit dans les ports ou gares, soit dans toute autro partie 
da Canal. 

Art. 4. Pendant toute la durée da transit Je ‘cupitaine som tenu de veillor A ce 
Prsuille Personne présente ne fuine ni ne soit en powsesion dancun moyen obtenie 

lu fou, 

Art. 5, La Compagnie so réserve de modifier Jo tour dentrée dans Jo Canal du navire 
pétrolior si ell lo juge opportun, 

Art. 6. Toutes les prescriptions du Raglement de Navigation et de ses annoxes, ot 
Rotamment celles de V'Article G par rapport aux départs et aux garnges en route, nou 
contraires aux clauses du présent Riglement, spécial aux navires pétroliers on veac, restent 
applicables ces navires, 


a a 


No. 4. 
Foreign Office to Boaril of Trade. 


Sir, * Foreign Ofice, October 7, 1891. 
WITH reference to your letter of the 15th July last, Iam directed by the Marquis 
of Salisbury to transmit herewith alter fom the Suez Canal Diostors, aud its aclontey 
Fespecting the passage of petroleum vessels through the Suez Canal;* and Lam to request 
thet in laying it Deore the Board of Trade you will move their. Lordships-to. favour 
Lord Salisbury, in due course, with any observations they may with to offer thereon. 
am, &e, 
T. V. LISTER. 





4 
No. 4*. 
Board of Trade to Foreign Office —(Received October 27.) 


October 24, 1891. 
Sin, Board of Trade, London, Ocober 24, 1591, 
irected by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your let 
‘th instant tranittog, by rection of tho Marquis of Salsbury, letter from the Suez 
anal Directors, and its inlosures, respecting the passage of petroleum vessels throug 
the Suez. Canal, and asking for any observations the Board may wish to offer thereon. 
In reply, the Board desire me to state, for the information of his Lordship, that they 
ve no observations to ofer on the proposed Regulations in question. 
Tam, However, to inelwe the sesompanying copes of eters resived from the 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board and the Thames Conservancy, containing particulars o 
the: precautions adopted in the Thames and Mersey with regard to vessels, carrying 
petroleum in bulk.* Tam to add that the Board will communicate with Lloyd's on the 
fubject, should the Marquis of Salisbury wish them fo do so. 


‘The inclosures in your letter are returned Bet cue : 
(Signed) ‘A. D. BERRINGTON. 


No. 5. 
Forcign Office to British Suez Canal Directors. 


{setlist Foreign Ofice, October 27, 1891. 

TAM directed by the Marquis of Sainbury to acknowledge’ the receipt of your 
despatch No, 5, Commercial ofthe 2nd instant, inlosing draft ofthe proposed Regalations 
for governing the transit of wees carrying petroleum in, bulk through the Suet Canal 
and Tam now to transmit, for your information and guidance, a letter, with i ¥ 


fromthe Board of ‘Trade on the subject. kien: 


(Signed) T. V, LISTER. 


No, 6. 


Messrs, Rusvell ond Arnhols to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received October 31.) 


y 17, Great Winchester Street, London, October 30, 1801. 
ay Rt iow of the fact of out national interests in the Suex Canal nd that three of te 
Directors are the nominees of tho Government, we think we ate right in addreaing Her 
Majesty's Goveroment to ask, them if ia the contemplated role whieh the Sues Cana 
Company are nbout to make to permit the passage of petrleom-tank steamers oa the 
waters of the Canal, xoue clause will be inserted which will exonerate bulk-ships from 
Tiability, in caso of accident through collision or otherwise on payment of the tonnage dues 
to the Suer Canal Company. ‘This question is rendered the more important in consequence 
of the damage which might accrue to local craft, to other ships navigating the Canal, to 
the Canal itself, and of the fact that our skips would be subject in all these matters 

gn jurisdiction, ARE . 
se ct exaperliag Wgha $a\ AK wa ‘re ght ta calling attention to 
the point that the peculiar character of a cargo of liquid petroleum in the high temperature 
of the Canal makes it incumbent on us, in the interests of our clients, to press upon Her 
Majesty's Goverment the question of responsibility, and so far posible to ascertain 

whom it shall rest, and where it s in and ead. 
SPP" Yo mu the mute fatiagd o prem the polatsa wo are informed that he Bropoved rule 
ofthe Canal Company distinguishes between refined sad rude petolewn, and forthe frst 
‘time the Canal Company would appear to be making a distinction as to the cargo carrie 
1by ships passing on the Canal. “ee 

(Signed) RUSSELL aso ARNHOLZ, 


© Prine lo Parliamen'ary Selection. + Noa 


5 
No. 7. 


Foreign Office to British Suez Canal Directors. 


No. 4. Commercial.) 
entlemen, Foreign Office, November 8, 1801. 

I AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to transinit to you copy of a letter from 
Messrs, Russell and Arnholz inquiring whether, in the contemplated rule which the Suez 
Canal Company are about to make to permit the passage of petroleum-ank steamers 
through the Canal, a clause will be inserted exonerating bulk-ships from liability. in 
case of accident through collision or otherwise on payment of tonnage dues.® 

Tam to request that you will inform his Lordship what answer should be returned to 
this inquiry. 

Tam, &e. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 





No. 8. 
Foreign Office to Messrs, Russell and Arnhols, 


Gentlemen, Foreign Office, Novenber 8, 1801, 

TAM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 30th ultimo, inquiring whether, in. the contemplated Rule which the Suez Oanal 
Gompany are about to make to permit the passage of petroleum-tank steamers though 
the Suez Canal, a clause will be inserted exonernting bulk-ships from liability in case of 
Accident through collision or othorwie on payment of the tonnage des, 

In reply, f am to inform you that your letter has been referred to the British Directors 
of the Suez Canal Company. 

Lam, &c, 
(Signed) "JAMES W, LOWTHER. 





No. 9. 
British Suex Canal Directors to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received November 10.) 


(No. 7. Commercial.) 
My Lord, London, November 6, 1801. 

WE have the honour to acknowledge the reocipt of Mr. Lowther's despatch No. 4, 
Commercial, of the 3rd instant, inclosing copy of a letter from Messrs. Tussell and 
Armholz making an iaquiry about the proposed Rales for governing tho passage of petroleum 
tank steamers through the Suez Canal. 

‘The inquiry is couched in terms of which the exact meaning is not very clear, but we 
Presume it to be whether a clause will be inserted in the Regulations under which a 
Pettoleum-tank steamer which hs paid the tonnage ducs should be exonerated. from 

liability in case of accident through collision or otherwise, 

We have the honour to point out that the payment of dues does not exonerate an 
Other [7] vessel from liability which she may incur through collision or other accident, and 
we cannot therefore conceive it necessary to make any such provision in favour of 
petroleam-tank ships. 

is true that the Suez Canal Company do not ns a rule inquire into the contents of 
8 ship's cargo, but, considering the dangerous character of petroleum if it becomes iguited 
after its escape from a ship's hold, and the serious conflagrations that have occurred. from 
burning floating petroleum, the exception in this case is fully justified, 

‘The draft Regulations on thie subject were discussed at the meeting of the Finance 
Committee of the Company on Monday last, after examination by the London Committee, 
but no decision was arrived at on account of certain new points havitig been raised, 
fand the discussion was adjourned for a month to get further information. 

é Waar, te. cae 
is J. STOKES, 
met) RIVERS WILSON. 
H. AUSTIN LER. 


ae 


oc 
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No. 10. 
Messrs, Russell and Arnhole to the Marquis of Salisbury —{Received November 11.) 


‘My Lord, 11, Great Winchester Street, London, November 10, 1891. 

AAS he matter upon whch we previously hn the honour to sressyou—the transit 
of bulk-petroleum on the Suez Canal—now presents greater features of peril than at the 
time of our last letter, we beg to call your attention to the following facts as further bearing 
‘upon the question of responsibility -— 

1. It would appear that the tank ships ordered for this trafic are to comprise tanks 
twice as large as those considered safe in Northern waters. 

This, aa a matter of fact, makes it incumbent upon some ove to assume the 
responsibility in this respect, as the state of our Marine Insurance Laws with their collision 
clause in policies leaves so great a margin of damage unsettled, that with the Suez Canal 
Rele the whole mater should be defined. 

2. The matter rumoured in the papers that the nominees of Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment on the Board of the Canal favoured this bulk-transit, leads to the conclusion that 
they must have accepted all its consequences, one of which is this question of these 
‘enormous tanks in the petrolcum-bulk ships. 

How far the support of the Government Dircctors to the passage of petroleum 
in bulk, which is a disturbance of the regular and safe case trade, is a violation of 
the 12th section of the instrument guarantecing the neutrality of the Canal and also 
preduding any one of the Signatory Powers from seeking commercial edvantages on the 

anal, will, no doubt, form m further subject of Tgiry in proper quarters 


fe are, Ke. 
(Bigned) RUSSELL axp ARNHOLZ. 


No, I, 
Foreign Office to Messrs. Russel! and Arnhols. 


Gentlemen, Foreign Office, November U4, 1801. 

WITT roference to tho letter from this Office of the Srd instant, Tam directed by the 
Marquis of Salisbury to inform you that he has now received the observations of 
the British Directors of the Suez Canal on the inquiry made by you. ‘They remark that its 
exnot meaning is not quite clear to them, bat they presume it to be that you inquire 
whether a clause will be inserted in the ilations ler which a petroleum-tank steamer 
which bas paid the tonnage dues should be exonerated from liability in case of acci 
through collision or otherwise. . 

‘They point. out that the payment of duos does not exonerate any vessel from. liability 
which she may incur through collision or other accident, and they cannot therefore see any 
ground for making any such provision in favour of petroleum-tank sbips. 

‘The Company do not, as a rule, inquire into the contents of a ship's cargo, but, 
considoring the dangorous character of petroleum if it becomes ignited after it escapes from 
i ship's hold, and the sorious conflagrations that have occurred from burning floating 
petroleum, the exception in the case of potroleus-tank ships appears to them to be fully 
justitied, 

The drait Regulations on this point have, however, been reserved for further 
discussion, 

Tam, &c. 
(Signed) ' JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


No. 12. 
Foreign Office to British Suex Canal Directors. 


No. 5, Commercial.) 
jentlemen, Foreign Office, November 16, 1801. 
WITH reference to your despatch No. 7, Commercial, of the 6th instant, I ai 
directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to forward to you a copy of a further letter from 
Messrs. Russell and Arahols. respecting the transit of petroleum in tank ships through the 


Suez Canal. Tam to request that you will favour his Lordship with any observations you 
may have to make on this letter. 
Tam to add that the substance of your above-mentioned despatch has been communi- 
cated to Messrs. Russell and Arnbolz, 
Lam, &e. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


No. 13. 
Foreign Office to Messrs. Russell and Arnhols. 


Gentlemen, Foreign Office, November 10, 1891. 

1 AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
farther letter of the 10th instant on the subject of the transit of petroleum in tank ships 
through the Suez Canal, and to inform you that his Lordship has referred it to the British 
Directors for their observations, 

1am tthe same tie fo request that you will inform bis Lorship who are th 
Glients referred to in your letter of the 30th October, for whom you are acting in this 
matter, 

Lam, &e. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


No, 14, 
Messrs, Russell and Arnhols to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Received November 18,) 


‘My Lord, 17, Great Winchester Street, London, November 17, 1891. 

WE are in receipt of your letter of the 14th instant, wherein’ you inform ws of the 
“observations” of the British Directors of the Suex Canal on the inquiries made by you. 
We repet that our “exact meaning” was not clear to them, yet sil they ae quite ght 
in assuming that one of our inquiries was whether the proposed Regulations under which a 
Petroleum-tank steamer having paid the dacs would be exonerated fromm Vinbility in case of 
Sccideat fou any cause whatever, You inform us that they pot out * that the payment 
of dues doos not exonerate any veisel from liability which she may incur through collision 
‘or other accident.” We, therefore, coolude that the responsibility, from the point of 
View of the Goverument, rests exclusively with the owncr of the petroleumstank steamer, 

Tthough by the proposed Rule he is compelled to pay tolls und dues in cxooes of 
hips of ordinary commerce. 

‘The inference is that the passage of petroloumstanks ships is # mnttor of privilege 
purchased by submitting to exceptional tolls and Regulations, Wo, therofore, beg to state 
that we do not consider those upon whom your Directors fix the responsibility. ax 
furiating an aoquato security for the exceptional rks Ubey nto made to can foes ou 
Of liquid petroleum in the exceptional climate and on the exceptional waters on the Canal. 
To this conclusion we think wo are tore than justified by the observations of your 
Directors in poitting out the “dangerous chamoter of petroloum if it becomes ignited after 
escapes from a ship's hold.” 

Ta view of their admission of this danger, we have no doubt that the term of every 
contract on the part of a carrier implied by law that his vessel is tight, staunch, and strong 
Will be mado absolute, not as in the case of cargoce of solids, but’ as having regard to 
Tigoid petroleutn, 20 that absolutely no leakage whatorer will take place on the Cnal, and 
the better to secure this that the Canal Company shall be held strictly responsible for the 
exceution of this clause. This conclusion seems all the more warranted from the fact that 
Tiquid petroleum in the eyes of the British Directors justifies the Canal Company in, for 
the first time, drawing a distinction between cargoes and, we may add, making storage 
tender service compulsory, limiting the draught of water in particular ships built previously 
Yo 1889 and otherwise making exceptional the conditions of navigation. 

We are happy to note that the draft Regulations on the point of exceptional cargo 
are “reserved for further discussion,” but respectfully submit that the British Directors 
should have first considered the difficulties before they pledged themselves and Her 
Majesty's Government to support a principle which, by their own observations to your 
Loniship, they look upon as dangerous from the burning” of “floating petroleum ” 
when ignited. We may at least hope that the Regulations will make impossible any 





anger fom this or any other eause which may arise to imperil the lives and properties of 
in Zanal, 

Sntgtent etter rey eee as ofthe letters we have addressed 

to your Lordship on this subject, that the responsibilities and the persons to whom they 

attach sll be accurately deserbe and defined, and in view of the fact that the payment 

of dues doesnot fi te responsiblity on the Canal by the observations of the Bri 

Directors, we maintain that the gravity of the circumstance compels us to con: lem the 
roposed Roles in fofo, and humbly to submit that the question should be referred to a 


Commission of the Maritime Powers. : 
We have, &e. 2 
(Signed) RUSSELL axp ARNHOLZ. 


No, 15. 
Messrs, Russell and Arnkols to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Reevived November 21,) 


17, Great Winchester Street, London, November 20, 1891. 3 
MYA ae in receipt of the further letter ot the Tos instant on the subject of the transit 
in tank ships through the Sucx Canal. 3 

or POT roarene to aha ill part of te mmo, inva of the ‘opposing commercial 
intrets engaged and the fact thatthe true promoters of bulk transit ive not yet 
declared themselves, we respectfully submit that, without pleading the privilege of our 
rosin it would bo impradent on our prt to permit our eins to diclose their nanes, 
at your Lorship may ret asured. that at the groper tine, when the names of the true 
instigators of this dangerous departare shall hare been made public, we aball consider it 
‘our dutiful pleasure to communieste to you the names of our cli thei fal 
purpore in endeavouring to avert what is honostly deemed to be a danger to. general 


merce, q 
oe We have, &c. 


(Signed) RUSSELL axo ARNHOLZ. 


No. 16. 
Foreign Office to British Swex Canal Directors, 
fatten Foreign Office, Novenber 21, 101, 

WITH reference to the letter from this Office of tho 10th instant, T atm directed by 

the Marquis of Balisbury to transmit fo you, for any obsorvations you may have to make 

thereon, a copy of a farther letter from Messrs, Russell and Amboli respecting the passage 
of ptcewtink hie through the Suez Canal? 
am, &e. 


(Signed) "JAMES W. LOWTHER, 


No, 17, 
Foreign Office to Messrs. Russell and Arno 


Foreign Office, November 21, 1801. 
ee cota by the Margie Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your further 
letter of tho 17th instant respecting the passage of petroleum-tank ships through tho Suex 
‘Canal, and to inform you that his Tordship has referred it to the British Directors. 

Tam at the satue time to point out to you that you have omitted to inform his Lord- 
ship for whom you are acting in this matter. a 

am, &e, 

(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER, 


SSS 


9 
No. 18. 
Messrs, Russell and Arnholz to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received November 25.) 


My Lord, 17, Great Winchester Street, London, November 23, 1891. 

WE deem it courteous to send to your Lordship a copy of a Cireular letter which we 
have addressed to the Ambassadors in London of the Signatory Powers to the Suez Canal 
Company's Charter. 

We have, &e. 
(Signed) RUSSELL axp ARNHOLZ. 


————— S$ 


Inclosure in No, 1 


Mevars. Russell and Arahols to the Ambassadors in, London of the Signatory Powers of the 
‘Suez Canal Company's Charter. 


Your Excellency, 17, Great Winchester Street, London, November 20, 1891. 

I view a the purpose of thee Cae Company to formulate a Rule authorizing 
and regulating the transit on the Canal of steamers carrying bulk-petvoleum in enommous 
taasses fush with the skin of the ship in tanks of extravagantly large dimension, we deem 
it right to address your Goverament, as one of the Signatory Powers of the Convention 
paremnteciog the neutrality of the Sucz Canol, and as such deeply interested in the safe and 
free navigation thereof. 

‘The proposed Rule we regard as authorizing the passage of bulk-petroleum ships, and 
‘this to the disturbance of commerce generally, and the convenient and safe mode of trading 
in petrolenm for the Eastern market in vogue over the Canal. Tho facts are: There 
is at present no prohibition aguinst any ‘hip passing on the waters of the Cabal, and up to 
the present not one of the numerous bulk ships used in Northern and Wester motes 
bas sought to pe on the Canal. The responsibility is such, in view of the igh 
temperature of the Canal and the character of a liquid cargo of petroleum, the liability to 
leakage, apart from the danger of collision, stranding, &c., that responsible individual akin 
‘Owners would not bave cated to face the consequences aitaching to muah a mode of trate 
It appears, however, that certain influontial financiers and. merchants who, among other 
things, are vendors of petroleum, have combined ax a Syndicate, and prompted the Canal 
Company to edmit in principle the passage of bulk stonners, and to shape and propound 
the Rules which are the subject of our observ: ions. These Roles inhibit every vessel laden 
With bulk-petroloum built before 1889 from tak: ig advantage of the authorization to carry 
Petroleum in balk on the Canal, and in this respect tnisuge the statutory powers of the 

"anal Company. 

‘They also lessen the draught of water for bulk-petrolewm ships built after 1880 they 
make it compulsory upon the bulk ships which come within their permission te to 
accompanied by a steam storage tender, and for this tender they purpose Charging tolls and 
dues not charged to other ships. The Rule distinguishes between refined and crude 
feo the latter of which it absolutely prohibits, and thus, for the first time, the Suez 

Company arrogates to itself the right of distinguishing between eangocs, because. it 
judges what refined {eoleam it will admit on the Canal by regulating for'a specie test. 
he sum of these Rules is that they are in excess of the Statutes of the Sues Canal Company 
‘and introduce principles of arbitration compulsion, and distinction, so far-reaching and 
intertwined with other commercial considerations that they ought not to be permitted to be 
Passed without reference to the Ottoman and the ‘ptian Governments, and the Powers 
who have guaranteed the safe and free use of the Suez Maritime Canal, and bya 
Conventional Act comploted the system Sodus atte he navigation of this Canal has beott 
Placed by the Firman of His Imperial Majesty, dated the 22nd February, 1808, 

‘There ean be no doubt, in view of Article LV of the Convention signed at Constanti- 
be 29th October, 1888, that the nations have reason to scrutinize exceptional 
ions made by the Canal, and while they undertake to protect the Canal from hete of 
, they are equally under the obligation of seeing tht no sanction shall be given to 

the carriage of bulk-petroleum, which, particularly on the occasions the Convention hee 
mostly against, might be used to obstruct the free navigation of the Canal and ite 
Ports of access. 

Now this is all the more clear from the fact that at the International Ti ge 

sion of Constantinople, the Ottoman Commissioner was specially commissioned 


to — in no modification for the future of the conditions for the passage through the 
110; D 
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Canal shall be permitted, whether in regard to the navigation tolls or the dues for 
towage, &e., except with the consent of the Sublime Porte, which will not take any decision 
‘on this subject without previously coming (o an understanding with the principal Powers 
interested therein. 

‘Now, then, the whole aystem of towage is at present regulated by the existing 
Rules of the Canal, and is based upon a principle essentially different from the principle of 
the proposed Rule, This proposed Rule will have for effect to permit a bulk-petroleum shi 
drawing a less draught of water than other sbips of commerce built after 1889, Iaden wit 
‘x cargo approved of by the Company, to navigate the Canal. ‘The contemplated Rule 
authorizes and permits this, provided the ship and the cargo in question shall be sanctioned 
by the Suez Canal Company, and accompanied hy a steam storage tender, for which the 
steamship owner must pay, This permission involves a probibition as well, and is of 
‘a character to demand a reference to the Powers guaranteeing the neutrality of the Canal. 

‘A reason for drawing the distinction between cargoes put forth by the observations of 
the nominees of Her Majesty's Government on the Board of the Suez Canal, is that 

Yroleum floating on the Canal would, if ignited, become dangerous. This reason is no 
Justification for disturbing a well-defined system of petroleum trade by a loose method, 
fraught with peril aud involving responsibilities which we are assured are never accepted by 
the Canal, and could not, in view ot the conflicting state of marine insurance throughout 
tho world, be covered adequately by insurance. 

“The exceptional charneter of the cargo, in view of the exceptional climate of the Canal, 
is. matter of 10 much importance that neither the proposed Rule, which stands condemned 
by the very arguments that seck to defend it, nor any Rule permitting the transit of bulk- 
petroleum, should, we humbly submit, receive the charscter of finality until it had been 
Feferred to, and received the sanetion of the Ottoman and the Egyptian Governments, and 
‘a Commission of the Maritime Powers specially empowered to take into consideration all 
responsibilities whatever attaching to this method of trading in petroleum. We think that 
itis open to comment, and in a spirit opposed to the 12th clause of the Convention between 
the nations that this Rule should bo propounded, not in the interests of commerce generally, 
nor of the potroloum trade in particular, but in the interests of a particular method of trad» 
snd clase of traders, who, for the mike of the privilege, notwithstanding the risks aod 
damage to other shipping, are prepared and willing and have agreed to submit to the 
‘onerous and exceptional conditions upon which the whole matter rests, Under those 
‘circumstances we humbly subsoit that neither the contemplated Rule nor any Rale having 
for effect to permit petroleum in bulk to pass on the Canal shall be siiowed to come into 
force and effect except with the consent of the Sublime Porte after yreviously coming to an 
‘understanding with the principal Powers interested therein, and that in view of the risks and 
responsibilities attached to the transit of bulk-petroleum, that the full measure of responsi- 
bility, and to whom it shall attach, shall be clearly described and defined. 

‘The whole humbly submitted. 

(Signed) RUSSELL axp ARNHOLZ, 





No. 19. 
Memorandum by Rustem Pasha.—(Communicated November 25.) 


MESSRS. RUSSELL AND ARNHOLZ, Solicitors, ont remis A I'Ambassade de 
‘Turquie, ou nom dun certain nombre de leurs clients intéressés dans le commeroe du 
pétrole, un loog Mémorandum quia pour objet de protester contre une décision qui 
Tromit té prise par la Compagnie du Canal de Suez pour autoriser Je transit & travers te 
Canal de navires destinés & transporter Te pétrole dans des compartiments étanches (bulk- 
potroleurn ships) ceat--dire enns que le liquide soit placé au préalable dans des tonneanx 
Eh des bottes de fer blanc, Les pétitionnaires prétendent que cette innovation dans le 
fystdme de transport du pétrole portera un préjudice considérable & leur industrie ; et ils 
sOutiennent que In Compagnie du Canal n'aurait pas le droit de modifior le mode de transit 
etuellement en vigueur sins avoir obtenu au préalable Y'asseatiment do la Sublime 
Porte et des Puissances Signataires des Actes conventionnels relatifs a la navigation du 
Canal. 

‘Comme il est probable qu'un document de méme nature a été remis au Gouvernement 
de Sa Majesté Britannique, Rustem Pacha serait reconnaissant si le Foreign Office avait 
‘obligeunce de lui fvire savoir de quelle maniére il envisage la question soulevée par le 
‘Mémorandum, et quelle suite il aurait Mintention de donner a cette réclamation. 

Londres, te 2% Novembre, 1801. 


u 
No. 20. 
Foreign Office to British Suez Canal Directors, 


No.7. Commercial) 
fentlemen, Foreign Office, November 26, 1891. 
WITH reference to the despatch from this Office No. 6, Commercial, of the 
2st instant, I am directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to transmit, for your information, 
Copies of two letters which his Lordship caused to be addressed to Messrs. Russell and 
Araholz,* in which they were asked to state who were the clients for whom they were 
ae a ard iis the ee ee passage - petroleum-tank ships through the 
‘anal, together with copy of their roply to the first letter, declining to give the 
Suez Cama, By ply to the first letter, declining to give th 
1 am also to transmit copies of a fi letter, and of its inclosu 
ec a jarther letter, and of its inclosure, from 
Tam, &e, 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 





No. 21. 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 


M.'Ambassadear, Foreign Office, November 27, 1801 

T'HAVE the honour to acknowledge your Excellency's Memorandum "hated the 
24th instant, in which you inform me of the nature of a communication made to the 
Turkish Embassy by Messrs. Rasscll and Araholz relative to the question of tho transit of 
fetrleum io ‘otk rough the Sues Cana, aud inquiring what wero tho viows of Her 

ajesty’s Government, and what action shey proposed to take in the matter. 

T have the honour to inform your Excellenoy that representations have been made on 
the subject (o Her Majesty's Government by the same firm of solicitors, who decline to 
tate for whom they are acting. These representations ate at present under consideration, 
and a further communication will be made to you when an opinion hax been formed on 
the subject. 

Thave, &e, 
(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 22, 
Messrs, Russell ond Arnhole to the Marquis of Salisbury,—(Received December }.), 


My Lord, 17, Great Winchester Street, London, November 30, 18%) 

AWE take the liberty of fain addressing you on the subject of bulk tenet of 
petroleum on the Suez Canal, and we trast you will not deom it obtrusive on our part if 
we ask your Lordship to consider the absolute necessity, in the interest of British 
commerce, in view of the sinitary and police rights of Egypt over the Canal and its ports 
Of access, before any Rule is permitted to obtain force and effect, to first obtain from the 
Government of Egypt its indorsution of the Role after consultation with the Maritime 

ork 

We have, &e, 
(Signed) RUSSELL axp ARNHOLZ. 


No. 23, 
British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquis of Salishury—(Reveived December 3,) 


Ee Commercial. Confidential.) 

ly Lord, Paris, December 1, 1891. 
WE have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordships despatches 

Nos. 5, 6, and 7, Commercial, of the 16th, 21st, and 26th altimo, inclosing copies of 

letters from Messrs. Russell and Arnholz on the subject of the transit of petrofeury 

tank ships through the Sues Canal. 


© Now. 18 and 17. + No 18, 
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Messrs. Russell and Amholz have rather complicated their inquiry by assumptions 
not in accordance with fact, due no doubt to their being imperfectly acquainted with the 

rhich they write. . 
matte et ae is that the contemplated Regulations for the Prevention of 
danger to the general navigation through the admission of these tank ships will impose 
additional tonnage dues on these vessels. 

This is not the fact ; these vessels will pay the same tonnage dues as other vessels. 
‘They would, however, only be allowed to navigate the Canal on condition of being 
accompanied by a storage tender, for which a daily charge would be made. Such a 
charge is no new thing, a similar charge for the services of « tog-steamer having been 

i the opening of the Canal, i 
Sie aes a ON MES aia wad Arabcke eee 
Directors named by Her Majesty's Government on the Council of the Suez Canal 
Company have pledged themselves and Her Majesty's Government to support “a principle 
Aangerous from the burning of floating petroleum when ignited.” Messrs. Russell and 
in not very clear in their expressions. 

ha fone Loncahip a vary ws ave esived wo insrosioa _on the subject, and we 
have only taken part i the discussions from a general view of the rights and datics of the 
Company. ‘Tho matter was referred tous by your Lordship in the shape of aa inquiry 
from Lloyd's whether proper Regulations were to be enacted. ‘This great Insurance 
Institution did not suggest prohibition of the trafio—only the regulation of it—which we 
have endeavoured, in. concert with our colleagues, to provide for without committing 
cither Her Majesty's Government of ourselves to any special responsibility. ‘The matter 
isnot yok concluded, aud itis will open to Her Majesty's Goverameat to inue prise 
instructions for our guidance should they think fit to do so. 

‘The London Committee of the Suez Canal Council, as already reported by us, wore 
divided in opinion on this subject, but the majority of the members were in favour of 
Allowing these tank steamers to pass if they were subjected to special Regulations aad 
restrictions that would, as far aa possible, render their huarialess to other ships, the 
London Committee holding. the view, which is certainly our own, that, subject to such 
conditions, it was not open to the Company under the terns of their Concession to refuse 
admission to the Canal to any class of commercial vessels complying with the 
veo tied assumption of Messrs. Russell and Arabols is that the intervention of Her 
Majesty's Government through their nominees on the Council gives rise to the question 
whether the 12th section of the instrument guarantecing the neutrality of the Canal ie not 
thereby violated, “ the Signatory Powers being precluded by that instrument from seeking 
commercial advantages on the t a.) . 

Te isto bo observed that the Regulations under discussion are not aimed at the vessels 
of any purticulae flag. Hee Majesty's Government are represented on the Canal Council 
as the Sasgest shareholders of the Company, but their nominees have never sought 
exclusive advantages for the ships of any one country, thoagh more than four-fifths of the 
tonnage passing through the Canal is that of ships tinder the Beitish flag; and we are, as 
a matter of fact, without any dats’ as to how far the facilitating of the passage of these 
tank ships and the possible curtailmont of the trade of petroleum in cases will affect one 
flag oF another. : aes 

‘Moasrs. Russell and Arsiols have further assumed that this matter is a subject for 
reference 0 the Powers of Borope, and hive accordingly addressed Circular to the 
« Ambassadors in London of the Signatory Powers to tho Suez Canal Company's Charter,’ 
‘on which we would merely remark that none of the Powers were parties to the Charter 
‘except the Sultan of Turkey, Sas ; 

‘Sa Jong as tho Suez. Canal Company complies. with the stipulation in its Concessian 
which requites that the flags of all nations shall be treated on a footing of perfect equality, 
no such intervention as these gentlemen invoke would appar to De justin. As thee it 

hing in the proposed Regulations which infringes the above stipulation, the Canal 
Company would cotainly resat ony: such interference with Ue right confered by tha 
Concession to enaet and enforce all Regulations required for the navigation of the Canal, 
‘There is, indeed, one point in the Cirealar letter of Messrs. Russell and Arnholz to tho 
Ambassadors which requires consideration, and on which wo have the honour to solicit 

Lordship's special instructions. 
Jeet erantapele fa te ents made by the Tonnaze Commission at Constanti- 
nople in 1878 that the Company should not augment any of the minor dues or ebarges 
beyond those in foree at the tine. 
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The Regulations at that time provided that if a vessel required to be ‘convoyed 
through the Canal by a tug steamer, to aid her in case of getting aground or other accie 
dent, the Company might charge so much a-day for such tender. 

The charge now proposed for the services of a convoying tug fitted with 4 cistern and 
other apparatus for helping a tank ship in case of accident is identical with the charge 
made in 1873: but, as a matter of Regulation, not of Tariff, and in the general interests 
of the navigation, it is proposed to make it compulsory on these ships to take the tender 
With thom, whereas under the above-cited Regulations “tne employment of the tender was 
optional. 

‘The point for consideration is whether this essential modification of the Regulation, 
Bhich converts an optional charge into a compulsory one, requires the approval of the 
Sublime Porte, the rate of charge remaining the same, 

‘We may observe that, in anticipation of the passage of these petroleum ships, the 
Company have already ordered the construction of a tug specially fitted as a tender for 
this service which is to cost 20,0001., and that the cost of maintaining and working her 
will be considerable, 

‘There is a striking inconsistency in the letters of Messrs. Russell and Arahols, ‘They 
complain— 

Fnto oie That the Suez Canal Company are taking a new departure ia making any inquiry 
into the contents of the cargo of vessels passing through the Canal, 

2, That vessels laden with petroleum in bulk should not be allowed so to pass; and 

3. That vessels so laden should not be subjected to “special tolls and exeeptional 
Regulations.” 

If the Company did not make the inquiry, how could they know which ships to stop 
fa mulch to let pass? 16 yielding to Messrs.’ Rusu and Arapole fit complaint, they 
let every vessel pass unheeded, it would surely bo more dangerous to public interests than 
subjecting such vessels to restrictions which minimize the danger. 

‘The same remark applies to User complaint that a distinction is to be drawn between 
crude and refined oil. Crude petroleum is well known to be inost dangerous and very 
easily ignited, whereas refined oil of a certain standard is comparatively safe, 

They complain that the exceptional climate of the Suez Canal requires a higher 
Handed; the standard proposed is that in force in the port of Bombay, which is certainly 
not less hot than tho Suet Canal. Messrs. Rastell and Arbol nasutne that the tanks 
Will be so constructed as to bo flush with the skin of the ship, and that they will be “of 
oxtravagai:tly large dimensions. 

As to the first of these complaints, we would observe that the ford and aft purts of 
Gach ship aro reserved for the crew and’ machinory, the tanks being in the ecntee of the 
ship In the Canal if collision occurs it is most unlikely that a vessel would bo. atrack 
Tiidehip, the poiats of contact being either the bow or the stern, where there arw no 
aks, 

As to the maximum cubical contents of each tank, it has not yet been fixed, though 
Xt has been carefully discussed, Messrs. Russell and Arnhol#’ upprohensione on this point 
Ate, we believe, groundless, They’ are also in error in assuming’ that vessels built peor to 
1889 are to be excluded from tho Canal. ‘They have also ralsed the question of marine 
fnsurance, point on which the Company bad decided to take further information before 
any letters bad beon received from those gentlemen, 

;.. Ley decline 10 give your Lordship any clue for the prescit as to the names of their 
sliests, but an expression in their lettor of the 10th November, which devotes ake 
Passage of petroleum in bulk as a “ disturbance of the regular and’safe ease trade, 

{0 the inference that they are pleading the cause of parties engaged in sending petroleum 
through the Canal packed in eases, and whose interests they appear to think may be 
inified by facilities being given for the more economical conveyance of petroloum in 

Hk by these tank ships. 

It must, however, be said for them that they plead more strongly, as pointed out 

ve, for the tank vestls, a8 they challenge the right of the Chal Company to deuy 

Dasoage to any vessel that has poid dues 

essrs, Russell and Ambolz demand that the responsibility of any accident occurring, 

id be fixed on certain well-defined persons. It appears to us that maritime law 
Provides for this, 

jg (Ve have the honour to inclose a Memorandum showing the origin and progress of 
of ‘{uestion up to the time when we first reported upon it to your Lordship in October 


Tt was intended that the draft Regulations should be submitted to the Council at their 
3 oa but we have requested an adjournment in order to obtain time to receive 
B 





u 


your Lordship’s instructions. M. Charles de Lesseps very reluctantly acceded to our 
Fequest on account of the length of time that the matter has been under consideration, and 
because he had informed certain firms interested in the question that it would be finally 
settled to-day. 

‘A special discussion will be held on the 22nd instant by the Finance Committee, 
which it will be necessary for us to attend, when the Regulations will be finally drafted for 
submission to the Couneil at their next meeting. We therefore venture to request that 
we may be favoured with your Lordship's instructions on the whole subject before that 
date. 

We may add, for your Lordship’s information, that in the preparation of the proposed 
Regulations the Company have had before them the Regulations in force in some of the 
most important English ports, such as the ‘Thames and the Mersey, and, so far as we are 
amare, the pasage of similar ‘petroloum ships is freely allowed in the chief waterways of 
Europe. 

: We have, &e. 

(Signed) J. STOKES. 
©. RIVERS WILSON. 
H. AUSTIN LEE. 


——— 


Inclosure in No. 23. 


Memorandum showing the Origin and Progress of the Question ax to the Passage of 
Petroleum-Tunk Vessels through the Suex Canal. 


‘THE Managing Committee, having been advised that ships carrying petroleum in 
bulk might ask to be authorized to go through the Canal, caused the question to be inquired 
into by the “Chef du Transit,” and they had the first results of the inquiry before them 
on the 18th July, 1889. 

‘On the matter being submitted to the London Committee at their meeting of the Lat 
‘August, 1889, they expressed the opinion "that in the absence of any urgency or demand 
‘on ‘the’ part ‘of tank steamers to: be allowed to go through the Canal, the question 
should be held over, a deaft of oventual Regulations being meanwhile prepared for 
consideration." 

Tn consequence, the Managing Committee on the 14th August, 1889, instructed the 
“Chet do Transit” to prepare a draft of Regulations and to state wat plant, if any, might 
be wanted, 

The “Chef du Transit,” in the course of his inquiries, having informed the 
Managing Committee that certain Information would be of use to him, they, on the 
19th June, 1800, decided that a set of questions should be submitted to the London 
Committee 

‘On the Blast October, 1890, the London Committee, considering the great risks 
attondant upon the earrings of petroleum in bulk, the question, moreover, not requiring 
any immediate solution, advised that the inguiry be further proceeded with, 

‘On the 12th February, 1891, Mr. Chevaasus, Secretary to the London Committee, 
sent the Company the information demanded ia the aforesaid set of questions, inclosing at 
the same tite & draft of clauses whieh he believed should appear in the proposed 

ations, 

‘Since that date, the draft Regulations have been the object of an interchange of 

Nience and observations between the Managing Committee, the “Service du 
‘and the London Office. 

‘Oh the other hand, Messrs. M, Samuel and Co., of London, informed the Company 
by letter, on the 20th April and Oth June, 1894, of their intention of sending tank steamers 
through the Canal from and after the Ist January, 1892, and asked the Company whether 
there was any objection thereto. Z - 

‘On the 9th June, 1491, the Company informed Messrs. Samuel and Co. that an 
answer would be forthcoming as soon as the general inquiry should be terminated. 

X similar answer wax rade to Messrs. Bessler, Waechter, and Co., also of London, 
who had asked for information in the name of a Syndicate of four large firms in Batoum, 
Tiers and exporters of petroleum in cases for the East, and likewise to Mr. Brown, the 
agent of the Russian Steam Navigation Company io Port Said. 

"The Regulations which it would appear advisable to apply to tank steamers going 
through the Canal consist principally of the following clauses :— 

7, No tank steamers to be allowed to go through the Canal unless they are in 
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Position to show that their date of construction is subsequent to the year 1989, that their 
classification at Lloyd's or the “Boreau Véritas” is in the highest category of such 
‘steamers, and that they are provided with pumps able to discharge 400 tons an ho 

2. Tank steamers would be convoyed at their own charge by a tank tug of the 
Company so constructed that it could, in case of the tank steamer grounding, either give 
such help as is ordinarily given by the Company's tugs, or receive into its own cisterns a 
Portion of the steamer’s cargo, 

‘The “Chef du Transit” is of opinion as regards the question of the spontaneous 
combustion of petroleum owing to high outside temperature, that before sending 
petroleum in bulk through the Canal owners must have ascertained for themselves— 

a) ‘That the sea journey entails no excessive risk for the steamer itself, 

That the handling of the cargo in Calcutta does not offer any excessive risk 
tither. = 

Holding these assumptions to be véry plausible, be believes it may alo be 
admitted — a ; 

‘That {here is no objection to allowing tank steamers to go through the Canal, 

That there it no exceseive danger in the exceptiocal Handling of petroleum ia the 
‘ease of the grounding of the steamer. FS 


y- Russell and Arnhols, 


Gentlemen, Foreign Office, December 8, 1801, 

TAM dirceted by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your further 
letter of the 30th ultimo respecting the question of the transit of petroleum in bulk 
through the Suez Canal, 

‘am to foform you that the matter is under the consideration of Her Maje 
Government, in consultation with the British Directors; but Hor Majesty's Government 
Gaonot take Action in the direction indicated by you without full information as to what 
British interests you represent in the matter. 

Lam, &. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


Ce 


No. 25. 
Foreign Office to Board of Trade, 


Sir, evelyn fieeDyeeehy Bae 

WITH reference to your letter of the 24th October, Lam directed by the Marquis of 
Salishary to transmit to you, to be laid before the Board of ‘Trade, a farther earrespon- 
ence, a2 noted in the mirgio,® which bax passed between this Office and Messrs, Russell 
and Arsholx and tho British Suez Canal Directors respecting the passage of petroleum in 
Tank chips through the Canal. 

In view of the necessity of forwarding instructions to the British Directors of the 
Suez Canal Company before their moeting on the 22ad instant, T am to request that you 
will rave the Board to take these papors—and especially the despatch from the Directors, 
No. 8, Commercial, of tho Int instant—into their consideration, and to favour his Lord- 
ship with their advice on the matter at their carliest convenience. 

Lam, &e. 
signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


eee 


No, 26. 


Messrs. Bowley and Son to the Marquis of Satishury.—(Received December 5.) 


(Private Wellington Works, Wellington Road, Battersea Bridge, 
ity Lord, ‘December 1, 1891. 
THE Standard Oi Company, of America and elsewhere, will stand at nothing to 
prevent the passage of tank steamers with Russion petroleum through the Suez Canal, 
* Xo 3. 





“We know that this question will have fair consideration at your bands, so will make 
no further comments. 

‘We bave great faith in our English sense of honour and our aristocracy, but none 
whatever in the American dollar and the gross materialism that so often accompanies it. 
‘This alone must be our apology for trespassing upon your valuable time. 

We are, &e. 
(Signed) "8, BOWLEY asp SON. 


Tnelosure in No. 26, 
Extract from the “Financial News’ of January 27, 1887. 


‘Tax SraxpAno Ort Comraxy.—A witty remark was once made in the States, that 

formerly, when a railway had occasion to go into Court, it hired a lawyers but now-a-days it 
adopted a much simpler method—it hired a Judge. It-had also passed into an American 
proverb that when a man Wants to make a big business he must get control of a railway 
‘and use it for crushing his competitors. That is"a recognized method of business enter~ 
prise among our Transatlantic cousins, and all the mammoth undertakings in the States 
Rave been tore or less fostered by railway favouritism. Railways are not only monopolies 
thomselves, but they aro the fruitful parents of monopolics. Fifteen or sixteen years ago a 
bold development of this idea suggested itself to Rockafeller, the Cleveland oil refiner, and 
became the basis of that most grasping and merciless monopoly ever known—the Standard 
Git Company, Up to thie tne theo trade as bees wiely settee among smal refiners 
fat Various inland points, Cloveland was one contro of it, Pittsburgh was another, and 
others had grown up all round the petroleum region, Tho crude oil was first carried to 
these refiners, and from them the refined oil was conveyed to the seaboard for export or to 
the domestic consumer, A large amount of railway traffic was furnished by it, and paying 
high rates, it was very profitable to the railways, ‘They were all keen for as much of it as 
they could get, and Rockafeller’s scheme was a tempting bait for thew. Individeal roads 
had all the while been giving special rates to the large refiners who would bind themselves 
to them; but Rockafeller’s idea went much beyond Tt aimed at getting the entire 
cil trade concentrated in one hand and dividing the traffic equally between the three 
principal roads: the New York Cenrtal, nd Pennsylvania, The modus operandi was 
A acheme of rebates, which these railways were to grant to the Corporation undertaking to 
render them this service, Rockafeller organized himself and bis confederates into the 
South Improvement Company, fand submitted his proposals to the three Companies, 
They swallowed the balt, and. pavo Rockaoller js special agreement, securing to im 
rebates of frot 40 cents to aver 3 dollare per barrel on all oil shipped by ‘Phere was 
‘a remarkable clause in the Agreement, by which the Companies bound themselves farther 
to protect Rockafeller from “loss or injury by competition.” In plain English, they were 
to do all thay could to help him to kill off the other refiners. — 

Anything moro atrociously cold blooded, or more contemsptuous of public interest, was 
never conceived. Tewas a deliberate conspirucy to ruin. a lage class of industrious men, 
and if it were attempted again. to-day, the authors would very probably be prosecuted on 
that ground. But fifteen years ago the public conscience was lax on such matters. 
"Tammany Hall was in its glory, aud Railway Corporations did as they pleased, but the 


conspirators had a narrow excape of getting lynched. A copy of the sectet Agreement fell 
into unfricodly hands, aud was published, fe had the effect of a match dropped into a 
powder magazine. ‘There was a terrific explosion all through the oil regions. Publio 
Ieetings were held, and threats were freely used to blow up every oil-tank and tear up the 
obnoxious railways if the iniquitous compact was carried through. Rockafeller was 
too shrewd to fight an indiguaut public. ‘Tho Railway Companies and he allowed the 


Agreement to drop. ‘The South Improverient Company disappeared, and when it had been 
forgotten, the Standard Oil Company quietly took its place. It secured from the Railway 
Companies all the priviliges which had been promised to its. predecessor, and good dea! 
more. Among other perquisites, it wns to receive a commission om all oils shipped by other 
rginers, ‘The Standard Oil Company made itself every day more powerful by the admie- 
‘sion of refiners who chose to accept its termos and turn theie arms against their neighbours. 
Very soon it was strong enough {0 dictate to the railways who had ereated it—in fact, it 
ecu their Franketutsin. la the course of a legislative inquiry in New York State, a 
contract wax brought to light which had been entered into in August 1875 between the 
Standard Oil Company and the New York Central and Eric Railways, by which the latter 
engaged to give the Standard the lowest net rate granted to any shipper, and also @ rebate 
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of 10 per cent, on all oil passing aver their roads, During the ingui ici 
6 I ng nals, g the same inquiry an official of 
the Peoneylvania Railway testi that in eighteen months the three trunk Foade tad pid 
ae Company 10,000,000 dollars in rebates. With such generous friends no one 
could have such difficulty in getting rich. ‘The Standard Oil Company battened on this 
corrupt and secret plunder, stolen, on the one hand, from its competitors in the oil trade, 
on the other, from the sharcholders of the railways. It started about 1873 with « 
capital of 300,000 dollars, and it is now said to be worth at least 100,000,000 dollars. 
BS Bot only ‘one of the champion millionaires, but it is the champion gambler of the States, 
Tt has a finger in every speculative pic, from petroleum certificates, which it puts up of 
own a plessure, to eatle ranches and railways reorganization. : 
fe have described the Standard Oi! Company as a type of American railway discs 
‘ation and a bad example of the abuse from whieHi Amerigaos are trying to delecr theme 
Selves by means of the Inter-State Commerce Law. They may not succsed at once, or 
£7 Lor & long while, ‘The Inter-State Commerce Law may be shelvod Session after 
ion, as the repeal of the Bland Act las been; but all the time it will be a standing 
test against iniquities of railway favouritism which have no parallel outside of the 
Slates. Even in the States the worst of them could no longer be repeated, but the sprit 
they generated operates all round on small scale. American railways have no iden of 
iad ply, pray ed tro pate and another or one district and another. ‘They squeeze 
» and let themselves be squeezed by the strong. vi rong law it il 
Hho ray and let themselves be squeezed by the strong, A very strong law indeed will be 


Sg eee, 


No. 27, 
Messrs, Bowring and Co, to the Marquis of Saliabury.—(Received December 7.) 


My Lord, 50 and 51, Lime Street, London, Deceml 
: |» Lime Street, London, 5, 1801, 
qi SERIES of aniles has recently appeared inthe papers with regard Be aeetcn 
of the transport of petroleum in balk through the Sues Canal tothe dian and other 
Eastern anarkets, Heports have been disseminated that an English Syndionte ure inte. 
Fested fa the project ad that, through ther influenee, an undevtaking has been obtained 
{aa the Canal Directors tallow the pas of tank steamers through the Canal under 
wees ‘could be more erroneot 
‘The Kussian Black Sea Sten Navigation and Trading Company is now the prime 
tiover in this matter. "Some years ago the Ameria Standard i Company spprokched 
cee Company oo this very subject, sod the Herminsion to pasa tank steamers 
: hen refused, out of apprehonsion for the serious 
hich would follow in cave of an wacdent. Aboot twelve months since n Lomiga, fre 
evived the seheme in reference to Russian petroleum, and tnado a considerable stir about 
The attentive of the Russian Black Sex Steam Navigation and ‘Trading Company 
bode this way drawn to the project, and they have decided i h principle to construct 
leet of tank steamers in case the experiment of the English Syndicate for the tank 
‘“arriage and distribution of petroleum to the Eastern markets should prove successful, 
Nicol hs, Gief fgunder of this Russian Company was the late Grand Dake Constantine 
colaiviteh, and its shares are exclusively in the hands of the Russian Trperia 
Bee Company Is heavily subsidized by the Russian Government; in fal, x0 
HET, that they cas if necessary curry goods at inerely nominal rates of freight, and 
HEY enjoy, moreover, tho important priviloge of having the Suez. Canal dca refunded to 
Hit by the Russian Government, Consequently, no feet of tank steamers under the 
Lng tag would have the lent chance of competing with then. ‘They own at present 
ims: tank steamers: the « Loute,” the " Swjet," and the  Blesk; and have their own 
ulations for the distribution of bulk-petroloum in Odessa, Nicoll, Sebastopol, and 
Kerich, as well as in the Danubian ports, the latter business ing worked ‘by them. in 
fLsiunction with the Russian-Danubian ‘Steam Navigation Company. They ate, there. 
Gs, perfectly familiar with all the operations connected with the eatriage and distribution 
esPtoleura in bulk.” We understand thatthe fll influence of thie powerful Company 
Tg geen Srougbt to bear on the French Directors of the Suez Canal Company through 
mrgiussian Embassy in Paris, which would explain why these Directors all voted in favour 
fiytbe scheme, whilst most, if not al, ofthe English Directors were opposed 0 it. Should 
Russian Black Sea Steam Navigation and Trading Company take up the business with 
To carimlitited resources, they would not only monopolize the carriage of the petroleui 
tern markets, but would extinguish the petroleum trade us it exists t 
on present 





in those markets by the erection of their own installations for bulk distribution, and this it 
is their intention, if feasible, to do. 

‘Nearly the whole of the petroleum which is at present shipped from Batoum to the 
East is carried by British steamers in tins packed in wooden cases. If the above-mentioned 
scheme should prove a success, the whole of this important carrying trade will be lost to 
British ship-owners, and a further blow will be dealt at the Welsh tinplate trade, which 
supplies the whole of the tin-plates used both for Russian and American petroleum cans, 

‘The matter is, however, of more than commercial importance ; it has a very serious 
political bearing. ‘The fleet of the Russian Black Sea Steam Navigation and Trading Com- 
pany is a thoroughly military organization ; all the officers, without exception, are on the 
active list of the Russian Imperial Navy, and most of the petty officers and sailors have 
likewise been in the Russian naval service. It is hardly mn to point oat the extreme 
danger to Boglish interests which would arise in the case of apprehended or actual hostilities, 
through having vessels belonging, for all practical purposes, to the Russian Government, 
trading through the Suez Canal wth an afticle ike petolecm ia balks Tt would be eal 
within their power to block the navigation of the Canal at any given time and destroy all 
the shipping that would be i it 

think that, now your Lordship's attention has been called to these facts, you 
Will see the importance of opposing the scheme, not merely in the interests of individuals, 
for even of the general shipping community, but in the general interests of the Brit 


nation, 
We have, &e. 
(Signed) C. T, BOWRING asp Co. 


No. 28, 
Messrs, Russell and Arnholz to Forvign Offce—(Received December 8.) 


Sir, 17, Great Winchester Street, London, December 3, 1801 
1N reply to the eter fron your Ofic ofthe rd instant on the passage of petroleum 


in balk ships on the Suez Canal, we have the pleasure to inform you that the British 
interests we represent consist of’ ship-owners, merchants, and manufacturers, who have 
urged that we make the strongest representations to Her Majesty's Goyerument upon our 
contention in this matter, and who, to this end, aro taking further action, which we hope 
to communioate to you shortly. 

We have, &e. 


(Signed) RUSSELL axp ARNHOLZ. 


No. 29. 
Board of Trade to Foreign Offce-—(Received December 9,) 


Sir, Board of Trade, Lonilon, December 8, 1801, 
1 AM dreted by the Board of Trad to scknowlage the receipt of your lier of he 
Jd instant, transmitting, by direction of the Marquis of Salisbury, further correspondence 
which has passed between the Foreign Office, Messrs. Russell and Arnholz, and the British 
Suez Canal Directors, respecting the passage of petroleum in tank ships through the 
Canal, and requesting to be fu with the observations of this Department thereon. 
Tn reply, the Board desire me to state, for the information of his Lordship, that they 
have no clerrations to offer on the subject. Tm at the same time to transmit t you 
the accompanying printed reports of inquiries in cases of casualties to petroleum ships,* in 
cate the Ifeinaten conta a Urs may be af service to the Bekah Diestos of the 
Suez Canal Company in considering this question. 
T have, &e. 
GEORGE J. SWANSTON. 


* Reports of Togo inn the exes of the * Catering,” the * Charles Littl,” the steam-abig *Ferysasonn.~ 
vam ship "Wid Flower,” so the steam-blp *Taneari,” (gristed by the Bead of Trade). 
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No. 30. 
Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 


Sir, Re 
a z 5 7 ‘rcign Office, December 9, 1801. 
1AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to wiloge receipt of your letter 
of yesterday, tating that the Board of ‘Trade have no observations to offer on the 
atations made to this ice respecting th of ler ii hip: 
ee speeting the passage of petroleum in tank ships 
vo aumim however to request that you will state to the Board of ‘Trade that i i ne 
supply the British Directors with instructions on this subject previously to the mect 
of the Suez Canal Board on the 22nd instant. It seemed that the opinion of the Boel ck 
Trade might well be asked upon this question in rogard to the conflicting interests of 
Aifferent classes of ship-owners, and ax regards the dangers to navigation frotn this trafic. 
The correspondence will now be referred to the Admiralty and their opinion bo usked ; und 
in order to arrive at a complete understanding, it appears desirable that n Departmental 
Conference should be held at this Office to settle the instructions to be addressed to the 
British Directors, 

J am accordingly to request that you will move the Board of ‘Trade to consider again 
the points above mentioned, and to sppoint a gentleman to attend on behalf of your Oilice 
= Departmental Conference to be held here on Thursday afternoon the 17th instant, 

Pat. 

Tam, &c, 
(Signed) "JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


en See eee 


No. 31. 
Foreign Office to Admiralty. 


Sir, Foreign Office, December , 189) 
sod Ab itz by ‘he Marui of Salsuty to tn mit to ~~ to. be lad etore tho 
Lords Coumimioncrs of the Admiralty, correspondence respecting the pustages. of 
Petroloum in taak ships through the Sue Canal. Beye Seen 

Ie is necessary to supply the British Ditectors with instructions on. this subject 
Proviously to the meeting of the Sucx Canal Board on the 22nd instant, 

The opinion of the Admiralty is requested more particularly with respect to am 
angers to navigation in connection with this trafic; and T am to request that you wil 
mays fhe Lords Commissioners ofthe Admiralty to take this matter tato.considemtin, 

appoint some gentleman to attend on behalf of your Office art 
Conference to be held here on Thursday afternoon, the 17th favtant, at 8 as et 
Tam, &o. 
(Signed) JAMES W. Lowrnier, 


$e 
No. 32, 
Foreign Office to Sir J. Stohes.t 


MR. LOWTHER presents his compliments (0 Sir J, Stokes, and is directed by th 
Marjuis of Salisbury to state that it uppeurs desimablo that Departmental Conference 
thould be held to settle the instructions to be given to the British Directors in nogard to 
‘he passage of petroleam in tank ships through the Suez Canal. 

‘The Admiralty and the Board of Trade have been asked to send porsons to attend 


Meir Romi! sd Arnbolts October 30; io dite, November 3; w Sort Cas! Dicetrn, Ko 
rea, Serb 1 Se Chal Duman Se 7, Commrey Nevembes 67 MeN aad Aa 
weaker TO: ues Canal Dieeln, No- 8s Gomes Korea 
Hens Haveli and Aras, November 17; to dito, Nowuler 21s te Sou Coad Beeiane a Se Ie 
Feveater a — ‘Ruwell and Arobolz, pee No. 7, Ce 
vember 26; Meurt. Rowland Arabal, November 80; to ua Dereaten yan Ca Or 
Gomera, December 1; te Board at Trade, December 31 Meru. Bowley and Son, Done 
Nowring aad Caz Deewober $: Mater Retell apd Arabs, Deeeaber 3 Beled of Tede 
1 “Ait Si © Miers Wie 
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a Conference of this nature to be held here on Thursday afternoon, the 17 
3 par.; and Mr. Lowther would be giad if Sir J, Stokes could attend 
do S0 conveniently. a 

‘A similar letter bas been addressed to Sir C. R. Wilson. 

Foreign Office, December 9, 1891. 


Sac = npn el a oe ah eS 
No. 33. 


Foreign Ofice to Messrs. Bowley and Son.* 


Gentlemen, Foreign Office, December 9, 1891. 
TAM diteoted by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the Ist instant relative to-the transit of petroleum through the Suex Canal; and {am 


to inform you that this matter is under consideration, 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


a ee SS Se SS SS 
No. 34. 


Foreign Office to Home Office. 


MR, J. W. LOWTHER presents his compliments to. the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, and is directed by tho Marquis of Salisbury to. state that tho 
Directors of the Suez Catal Company are at present considering the question of allowing 
the passage of petroleura in bulk (ia tank ships) through the Canal, and the nature of the 
Regulations to be adopted for the tral f 

Te i necesary to supply the Brink, Ditetors with inwructions this subject 
previously to the meeting of the Suez Canal Board, which is to consider the question on 
the 92nd instant, and, in view of the dangers to navigation which may arise in connection 
‘with this traffic, the Admiralty and Board of Trude havo each been requested to appoint a 
Kentleman to attend, on behall of those Offices, a Departmental Conference to be held at 
this Office, at which the British Directors of the Company have also beon asked to attend, 
on Thursday afternoon, the 17th instant, at 8 rt, to diseuss the question. 

The Board of Trade have auggested to his Lordship that the advice of Colonet 
Majendic would bo very valuable in this matter, and Lord Salisbury would therefore be 
iglid if the Seoretary of State would allow him to attend the Conference, 

Foreign Office, December 11, 1891. 


eS 
No, 35. 


Sir J. Stokes to Foreign Ofice—(Received December 12.) 


SIR JOHN STOKES prosents his compliments to Mer. Lowther, aud begs to 
acknowledge the receipt of his Memorandum of the 9th instant 
Ho will make a point of attending tho Departmental Conference convened for the 
17th instant at 3 #4. to settle the instructions to be siven to the British Directors in 
rogard to the passage of petroloum in tank ships through the Suez Canal, 
Hayward’s Heath, December V1, 1801. 


No. 36. 


Board of Trade to Foreign Ofice—(Teceived December 12.) 


fir, Board of Traite, London, December 11, 1801. 
1 AM dircoted by the Board of Trade to state, for the information of the Marquis of 
Salisbury, that, in accordance with the request contained in your letter of the 9th instan 


they havo appointed Sir Digby Murray, Bart., to attend, on their bebalf, at the Depa 
‘mental Con it fu proposed to hold at the Forcign Ofice on Thursday, the 17th 


© Also W afanrn, Bowring aad Co 
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instant, at 3 raat, to consider what instructions should be addressed to the Brit 
Director on the subject of the paseage of petroleum in tank slaps through the Sece 
a T have, &e, 

(Signed) " HENRY G. CALCRAFT. 


No. 37, 
Admiralty to Forcign Uffice-—( Received December 12.) 


Sir, Admiralty, December 11 
Admiralty, Decei , 1801. 
e ot commanded by my Lords Commissioners of the ‘Adinitaly to neknowledge the 
ipt of your letter of the 9th instant, forwarding correspondence respecting the 
of petroleum in tank ress through the Suez Canales ns en Sante 
ith reference to the request that some gentlemen should attend on behalf of the 
Admiralty at a Departmental Conference to be lield at the Foreign Office on Thursday 
afternoon, the 17th instant, at 3 o'clock, I am to request that you will state to the 
Marquis of Salisbury that my Lords have selected Captain Whatton, the Hydrographer to 
the Navy, to represent the Admiralty at the proposed meeting. 
Tam, &. 
(Signed) ' EVAN MACGREGOR, 


No. 38, 
Sir C. Rivers Wilson to Foreign Office —(Received December 14.) 


SIR RIVERS WILSON presents his compliments to Mr. Lowther, and 
state that he will attend the Conference to be held at the Foroign Office on auras he 


17th instant, at 3 ras., with d to the question of th 7 
[Rhinstant, at 3 zat, with regard tothe question ofthe passage of petoloum-tank 


Notional Debt Office, December 11, 1891, 


ee ee 
No. 39, 


Memorandum by Sir H. Caleraft,—(Received December 14,) 


SIR DIGBY MURRAY asks me to explain that this is the wubstance of 
, IGBY MURRAY asks we h in tho ot what he 
fotends saying at the Conference st Foreign Ofice, “But he wil produce documents and 


—————$__— = 
Memorandum by Sir D. Murray. 


‘The Board of ‘Trade were reluctant to ex i 
10 express an oploion with reference to. th 
Pescautions toe taken in tho case of vessels carrying etroloum in bull through the Suer 
‘anal, because new facts are contioually coming to their knowledge, and any opinion 
spresed by then coo would probably have to be modified in the futare, ‘ 
am personally of opinion that it would be wise to defor for a time the considerati 
of permitting peteoleom in bulk to be carried through the Canal, but i the Directar wach 
Stherwise, there is one precaution in addition to those sugxested which I think should 
Iways be insisted upon, viz., that the space betweon the double bulkheads both forward 
and more especially abaft of the tanks should be kept Ged with water while the steun- 
{hip is passing through the Canal. They ought always to be kept filled with water, and 
guard against any accident happening through any previous carelessness in this respect, 
soma skool be ed price to tate entering the Canal, so as to. 
ether any oil has Jeal through these bul i y 
Beets eee through theads, in which ease they should 
1am privately informed that in many cases the spaces between those bulkheads a 
a} ces 
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filed with water, and in some that they have been filled with oil. T have no means of 
testing the truth ofthese statements, but in all cates of inquiry the Board of Trade will 
take care that these points are fully investigated. In the case of the steam-ship “Lux, 
burnt in the Mediterranean with a cargo from Batoam, into which inquiry bas been ordered, 
there would appear to be but little doubt that these spaces were not kept full of water, or 
els tok thee awk rm the expanfon Sank into the bankers in tho ere deck: 
December 14, 1891. 


Since writing the jing Memorandum I have obtained further information 
with race to the siosace ip Lux,” and 1am of opinion that the double bulkheads, 
commonly called coffer-dams, should in all cases extend to the upper deck, and should 
have a tank on the upper deck fitted with a gauge glass for the purpose of constantly 
feeding these coffer-dams, $0 as to keep them always full of water by means of pipe and 


‘ing them with the tank. 
core ee cofle-dame sbould To all cases extend from side to side of the ship, and there 


should neither be coals nor cargo in the "tween decks over the tanks. — 


No. 40. 
Home Office to Foreign Office —(Received December 15.) 


Sir, Whitehall, December V4, 1891. 
" WITH reference to the communication from the Foreign Office of the 11th instant, 
Tam directed by the Secretary of State to say that Colonel Majendio will attend the 
nce to be held at the Foreign Office on the 17th instant to discuss the question 
the passage of petroleum in bulk through the Suez Canal ought to be allowed, 

tand the nature of the Regolations which should be adopted for the traffic, 
Tam to add that it would be an advantage, and might enable Colonel Majendie to 
render more uscful assistance, if he could have some Knowledge beforehand of the 

particular points which aro likely to present themselves for discussion, 


, ke. 
iene’) “GODFREY LUSHINGTON. 


‘No, at. 


Messrs, Russell and Arnhols to Foreign Office—(Received December 15.) 


17, Great Winchester Street, London, December 15, 1891. 
Sy DURSUANT to the direction of the Most Noble the Maryuis of Salisbury, K.G., 
Her Majety’s Principal Sertary of State for Foreign Afis in ete from the Foreign 
Office doted the 8rd December, 1801, to direst any farther communications upon the subject 
of transit of petroleum in bulk on’ the Suez Canal to you, we now bave the honour to 
‘write you. In accordance with the letter aforessid, that the mattcr was under the 
consideration of Her Majesty's Govertunent in consultation with the British Directors 
‘who could not take action in the direotion indicated by us without full information as to 
what Bstish interests we represented in the matter, we beg herewith to submit to you the 
{ction taken by certain of our clients, and to point out that the Preamble and Resolution, 
regularly moved, seconded, adopted, and indorsed by many them, is the best 
expression of the manner in. which they deem their interests will be affected by the 
adoption by the Suez Canal Company of any Rule permitting of the passage of bulk 
Canal, Z 
vetoing hefre you ths document, we desire to sate that were we not convinced 
that in adopting any Rule permitting of the passage of bulk. onthe Canal, 
in view of the danger of such a mode of shipment in the climatic conditions of the 
Canal “involving a» system of exceptional Regulations, compulsory convoyage, and 
exceptional anchorage. which are in excess of the rights and powers of al under 
their Aot of Concession, and are not therein distinctly given nor clearly to be inferred 
therefrom, the Suea Canal Company nre acting in excess of their Charter and contrary to 
its spirit, ' We could not advance as a reason against imate Bye-law or Regulation 
the interests of any trade or section of a trade likely to be affected by such Bye-law or 


Regulation. The mere fact that the Suez Canal in itself has taken from London its 

er & jion as the entrepét of Eastern trade and become the means of distributing it 

Against British interests to the other sections of the globe, would not justify a complaint 

against the Canal or a legitimate Bye-law. Therefore the grounds taken by us are not 

merely that a British interest is affected, but that a blow is struck at a British interest 

which we deem unfair, innsmoch as in the means by which this interest is hurt there is 

manifestly an attempted misuser of the Charter by which the Suez Canal exists, and its 

as guaranteed by the Maritime Powers is established. For your convenience 

and that the position taken by us may be understood, we also beg to inclose, herewith, a 
Memorandum setting forth our contentions in this matter. 

We have, &e. 
(Signed) ” RUSSELL axp ARNHOLZ, 


Inclosure 1 in No. 41, 
Memorandum, 


IN 1873, when the International Tonnage Commission of Constantinople, after 
taking into consideration the Act of Concession of the Suez Canal and the method of 
carrying out its prescriptions, recommended an arrangement of the difficulties then 
existing as regards tonnage on which dues were to be levied, the Commissioner specially 
authorized by the Ottoman Government declared that ‘no modification should be 
introduced in the futuro in the dues for navigation, towage, or anchorage without 
the consent of the Sublime Porte being given after previous consultation and agreement 
with the various Powers interested, 

‘The Statutes of the Sucx Canal Company in accordance with principles sanctioned and 
common to the nations of Europe, have mado the navigation dues independent of the 
yal or the particular quality of the ean ‘These principles have been reaffirmed. by 
Treaties. Now, however, in the contemplated Rules exceptional dues are to be enforced 
in order most probably to meet the expenses of the convoy of bulk petroleum ships by a 
storage tender owned by the Bucz Canal Company, and the use of which is to be made 
compulsory upon bulk ships passing through the Canal, No such power appears to have 
‘ever been given the Canal, and it is said that the movements and anchorage of the vessels 
will be separately regulated, and indeed it must be so for the sake of safety if bulk ships 
Ate permitted to pass on the Canal. 

Again, the contemplated Rule confers upon the Canal tho right to exclude from 
Passage on the Canal of erade petroleum and regulates by a test what refined petroleum 
only will be permitted to pass in bulk ships, ‘The reason offeted for this by tho observa 
tions of the British Government Directors is that “the Company do not as a rule inquire 

fo the contents of a ship's cargo, but considering the mas character of petroleum 
if it becomes ignited after it eecapes from a ship's hold, and tho serious conflagrations that 
have occurred from burning floating petroleum, the exception in the case of petroleum 
tank ships appears to them to be fully justified.” Now, then, petroleum could only float 
upon the Canal by leakage or the starting of a plate from collision, stranding, or 
otherwise. This opinion of the British Government Directors we submit is not suffloient, 
‘There is no power: Given to the Suez Canal by their Statutes oor international tr 
the point, giving them the right to discriminate between cargocs, nor whero a day 
contemplated so great as that set forth by the British Government Directors: is 
power given to the Canal of its own more motion and free-will, to invent means of its 
xn to protect the lives and properties of others who will all be subjooted to Roles 
differing from the exceptional Rates Sontemplated by the Canal for ships carying petroleum 
in balk. The contemplated lessening of the draught of a bulk petrofoant ship, the 
Compulsory convoyage by a steam storage tender, which are manifest violations of:the 
Company's powers, may or may not be of use in’ some cases, but there are things the 
Suez Canal cannot do by their Charter. ‘They cannot alter the excessively hot climate on 
the Canal, hinder collisions in the Canal, prevent leakage from oil laden in enormous 
masses flush with the skin of the ship, and this in the narrow and all but tideless waters 
f the Canal studded as they are with buoys permanently illuminated with oil gas. 

Again, the contemplated Rule it is said would inhibit all bulk ships built before 1689 
2 would introduce a particular type and exclude every othor type from taking advantage of 
the Rule and passing on the Canal. This would virtually give a monopoly and exclusive 
Privilege, and make an exception in favour of a person or persons. Now the Canal have 
Ro such powers given them by, nor can it be clearly inferred from, their Statutes, nor docs 
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it follow, from the general right in which any Company may have to make Bye-laws, for 
any such general right to make Rules for navigation must be limited, not by the fact that 
this or that may be necessary ira given case, but by the definite’ and distinct powers 
given in the Charter constituting a Company. 

So far we have considered the Suez Canal Company as a civil Association, but there 
is another side, and that is the side upon which we mainly looked when we had the honour 
of addressing you in our letters of the 30th October, 1891, to the 7th instaut. If the 
‘Canal has received powers from the Government of Egypt, ratified by the Sublime Porte, 
the guarantee and the sanction of these powers has been given by the Convention 
respecting the free navigation of the Suez Maritime Canal signed at Constantinople on the 
20th October, 1986, ‘This Coneeution fn ino way abrogates the aovercign rights of thove 
through whose territory the Canal is dug, but aims at the secure and the free navigation 
of the Canal at all times and under all circumstances. 

Among the rights of Egypt are the rights of police and sanitary supervision. Before 
examining farther matter, may we ask you to fix youn attention upon this point. 

Now, the Ist Article of the Convention is an agreement by the High Contracting 
Parties not in any way to interfere with the “ free use of the Canal,” and by the 1Vth Article 
they agree that “*no right of war, no act of hostility, nor any act haying for its object to 
obstruct the free navigation of the Canal, shall be committed in the Canal and its ports of 
access.” ‘This Article, and this is of importance in view of the proposed Rule, subjects 
vessels of war passing on the Canal to do so "* in accordance with the Regulations in force.’ 
So great ie the importance attached to the secure and free passaze of the Canal that, 
cave of any event threatening the security oF the free passage of the Canal,” the Agents in 
Egypt of the Signatory Powers are invited to meet on the summons of three of their 
nvifber by the Villth Article. 

All these poyrers, bo it remembered, in no way affect or limit the sovereign power of 

Egypt, 
eer by the XIlth Article, the Contmoting Parties agree that none of them sbalt 
endeavour to obtain, with respect to the Canal, territorial or commercial advantages of 
privileges. Here it ‘will be remembered that the British Goverament are the owners of 
79,000 shares, we believe ; that they have three Government nominees on the Board of 
the Suez Cunol; that these gentlemen are parties to the adoption of the principle of bulk 
tennsit on the Canal under a system of contemplated exceptional Rules, which will. have 
for effect to disturb the trade in Russian petroleum, as now carried on, against the wishes, 
we have reason to know, of the largest dealers and refiners of Russian oil, exelasively 
for the benefit of a Syndicate of British financiers and merchants, who, by thix private 
‘arrangement with the Canal, in violation of its Charter, have, in effect, obtained commercial 
advantages and privloges such ax could not have been eoneloded ia any international 
arrangoments under Article XIL of the Convention between the nations. 

his constitutes a peril of an international charncter which int itself is to be guarded 

inst. Manifeatly there ix no danger in the present mode of earrying petroleum in cases 
to the East, and no appreciable danger in earrying petroleum in bulk in the Northern and 
Westorn waters. Therofore, the danger in the Suez Canal arises from the carrying of 
petroleum in bulk owing to the abnormally high temperature of the Isthmus, the confined 
space of the water, the eat of the water itself, ‘These constitute such elements of danger 
that exrgoes of bulk-petroleum, in the event of war or Europetn complications, or internal 
corumotions, would be perforce prohibited by the Government of Egypt, as a thing 
‘calculated to threnten * the security or the free passage of the Canal.” 

In view of its police and sanitary rights over the Canal, the Government of Egypt ean 
at all times make Rules relating to petroleum paseing on the Canal, and, no doubt, as they 
own fisheries on Lake ‘Timsab, and have valabble craft trading on the Canal, and it is well 
known that no fish livein the crecks or streams passing through petroleum-fields the world 
‘over, no doubt, we say, that the Government of Egypt, sooner or later, as a matter of 
internal police, would decree in relation to their rights, aad protect their Risberies and local 
trade from m threatened destruction from petroleumn floating on the Canal through leakage 
or otherwise. 

But there can be no doubt that in times of commotion or war balk petroleum could 
not be permitted to pass on the Canal. This mode of transit, therefore, comes not within 
the scope of the definition of commerce, because the commerce in petroleum, as now earricd 
60, is safe und suitable to the Eastern trade, ond could, at all times and under all eircum- 
stances, pass on the Canal without hindrance. But it is not so with bulk petroleuu. 
‘The Rule authorizing it, with its exclusions and exceptions, is an attempt to create 
# monopoly, which will have for effect to destroy the existing trade, and we submit that 
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bulk oi! must be inhibited from passing on the Canal in times of commotion or under the 
Painful circamstances of war. 

For these reasons it is that we conclade that the nominees of the Government on the 
Board of the Suez Canal shall be instructed to deny to the Suez Canal the right of making 
any Rule authorizing the passaze of petroleum on the Canal, and that any proposal on this 
point so to do shall be first submitted to the Sublime Porte, the Government of Egypt, 
and the Signatory Powers, to be dealt with by them as to justice appertains to the rights 
of all parties concerned therein, 

whole humbly submitted. 
(Signed) RUSSELL axp ARNHOLZ. 

17, Great Winchester Street, London. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 41. 
Resolution, 


WHEREAS the Suez Canal Company, with the assistance of the British Directors, 
including three nominated by Her Majesty's Government, have admitted in principle, being, 
mored thereto by a London Syodieate ecoeiating of fnuhcies nada errebhon tending 
to the East, that it were well to authorize the carrying of petroleum in bulk to the East 
‘on the waters of the Suez Canal, and this notwithstanding the danger of such a mode of 
transit in view of the climatic conditions of the Canal, and the farther fact that this mode 
of trade is wholly unsuited to the Bart, bas not been asked for by any large petroleutn 
refiners trading to the Enst, and would disturb the prent safe mode of ourrying petroleam 
to the East in cases, without affording to the trado any guarantee of permaneney, inartnuch 
as, owing to the exceptional Rules which the Suex Canal Company propowe, adenitting the 
danger of this trade, and the fact that in viow of the Sanitary and Polioo Regalations of 
the Egyptian Goveriment nod the rights of the Maritime Povere to guard the Canal sate 
and secure from obstructions in times of war and commotion, Tn view of these reatone, 
we submit thore is, owing to the danger of carrying petroleum in balk on the Canal, the 
evident probability that at any moment it would become politically nocossary to prohibit 
it, and this to the grievous loss of the presont xafe mode of trade, which would be 
extinguished ; and whereas the disturbance to the present safe mode of éarrying petroleum 
to the I'ost by substituting for it the perilous and precarious system of bulk transit 
Of petroloum which it ix intended to authorize by the rezoned Rolo of the Sucx Canal, 
would wholly extinguish, without any compensating advantage to trade in petroleum, 
large section of the tin-plate industry of this realm, and. substantially injure the Bri 
merchants nnd shippers engaged in this large indistey, and this not for the onds of 
legitimate commeree, but in furtherance of the interoste of mere monopolists. 

Resoleed,—That wo, the merchants and tinplate manufioturers in Wales, and others 
engaged in the trade of Great Britain and Ireland with the Bnxt— 

“That our thanks are offered und hereby tendered to Messrs, Russell nnd Arnholz for 
their able advocacy of our interests in conncetion with this matter confided to them, and 
we beg that they will, still farther in our interests, perseveringly pursue their opposition to 
any and every attempt on the part of the Suez Canal Company’ to authorize on the waters 
of the Canal such a mode of carrying petroleum, so perilous in view of the oxtraotdinat 
high temperature of the Suez Canal, and in consequence of the many indastries threaten 
British and others, that no Role in any way interfering with the present mode of transit 
‘shall obtain force and effect unless it shall have received consideration and sanction of the 
Sublime Porte, the Government of Egypt, and the Maritime Powers, and to these ends we 
hambly solicit the aid of Her Majesty's Government." 

(Here follow signatures.) 


No, 42, 
Memorandum by Mr. Lowther, 
Lord Salisbury, 


BY the Convention made at Constantinople the 18th Decomber, 1878, of the 
International Tonnage and Suez Canal Dues Commission, it was agreed :— 

* Qa’aucune modification ne pourra etre apportée A Pavenir aux conditions de transit, 
Soit en ce qui concerne Jes droits de navigation, soit en ee qui concerne les droits de 


(10) 
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remorquage, danerage, de pilotage ot quvavec Fussentiment de a Sublime Porte qui de son 
cété, stentendra A ce sujet avec les principales Puissances intéressées, avant de prendre 
aucune determination.” 

"Phe Suez Canal Directors have for some time been contemplating some Regulations 
for superintending the trafie, which has not hitherto arisen but which will shortly 
‘commence, of petroleum carried in bulk. ‘The proposed Regulations will enable the Canal 
Company to inspect the manifest of a petroleum tank ship, to compel isolation, and to 
compel the steamer to be accompanied by a tug fitted also as a lighter (specially built to 
receive petroleum, should it be necessary to lighten the ship). 

‘At present the Canal Company do not inquire into the nature of the cargo of a ship 
presenting herself at Port Said or Suc, they do not compel isolation, and they do not 
‘compel a ship to be accompanied by a tug, 

The charge for the tug will not be raised, but it will be made obligatory instead of 
optional as at present. 

‘The question has been raised by Russell and Arnhols, acting for a number of tin- 
plate manufacturers in Wales, that this ia violation of the Convention, 

If the Regulations are not made, the petroleum bulk steamers will arrive and pre- 
sumably cannot be refused passage through the Canal. On the other hand, the Regulations, 
whilst hot raising the rates recoverable, must, 1 think, be held to be a “ modification aux 
conditions de transit” If the process of subiniasion to the Porto (and by it to the other 
Powers interested) has to be gone through, the Directors of the Canal anticipate so many 
delays that they will probably reject the proposed Regulations altogether. “The Regula~ 
dons are submitted by! the English Directors for the protection of British shipping. ‘There 
Is n meeting of Directors on Tucsday next (22nd instant) to determine the form of the 
Regulations, the conieraton of which hasbeen fom tine to time adjourned, aud must 
now be settled. 

Tought to add, although the matter is not germane to this particular point, that at 
an Toter-Dopartmental Committee held to-day, the proposed Regulations were gone through 


‘and severnt amendments suggested in the interests of the safety of British shipping, and 1 
Propose (o instruct the Roglish Directors to press for their insertion. 
(@) Loave the Canal Company to make the Regulations, and leave the Porte to take 


action if it pleasos. Also inform ysse!! and Arnhols that due measures will be taken for 
the protection of British shipping. 
aw: 


io, 4 
Foreign Office to British Suez Canal Directors. 


Xo, Commeca) 
sntlemen, Foreign Office, December 19, 1891. 


TAM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to inform you that an Inter-Departinental 
Committee was hold at the Foreign Office on the 17th instant to consider the proposed 
Rezulatfons whieh the Company contemplated adopting for the transit through the Suez 
Canal of vessels carrying petroleum in bulk. 

‘The Committee was attended by Sir C. Rivers Wilson and Sir J. Stokes (Directors of 
the Sues Canal Com ‘), Sir Digby Murray (for the Board of Trade), Colonel Majendie 

fe the Home Olfet), Captain Whurion (for the Adsiralty), and Mr. James W, Lowther 
(or the Foreign Office), “The proposed Regulations were cousidered ; and certain amend= 
monts and additions were recommended and agreed upon. Thave the honour to transmit 
te you a copy of the draft of the proposed Regulations,* showing the amendments and 
additions recommended by the Inter-Departmental Committee. 

‘Those amendments and additions are shown in red ink. 

Tam to instruct you to submit them at the meeting ‘of the Directors which is to take 
place on the 22nd instant, and to urge thelr acceptance in view of the great danger that 
Wright result to trade and shipping in the Suez Canal from any insufficiency of the 
precautions to be adapted in this regard. 

Tt was stated, ax you are aware, by the Delegates who attended the Committee, that 
the Regulations as now proposed to be amended moust not, in view of the constantly 
hanging phases in the conditions of the general trafic through the Canal, and the still 
finperfett Knowledge as to the dangers attending the carriage of petroleum in bulk, be 
considered as papers, their views as to the parma nature of the precautions to be 
fakeu, Dut as subject to aay modification which further knowledge or experience might 


render desirable. 
© Not seat, 
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Lam further to inclose, for your information and for the use of the Directo 
of the Petroleum Act of the United Kingdom of 1879, refe it ic le ana 
ot Ge Fete ae ) ), referred to in Article 2, section 4, 
& It was understood that the Directors had decided to strike out the clause 1, Article 2, 
which excludes vessels built previously to 1889 from cugaging in the traffic. 
In your desgateh No. 8, Commercial of the Ist instant, you askad for instructions as 
to wheter, in view of the arrangement mde by the Constantinople Tonnage Commission 
Jn 1875, it would be necewary to obtai the sanction of the Porte to the clause which 
pees arn for petroleam tank ships to be conveyed by a tender at an additional 
As regards this matter Lord Salisbury thinks that the question of the legality of the 
Ponosed Regulation, and of the risk of any subsequent protest being made by the Sublime 
rte, is one rather for the consideration of the Suez Canal Company than of Her 
Majesty's Government, more especially as British interests would appear to be protected 
rather than injured by the proposed Regulation in question. 
Tam, &e. 
JAMES W. LOWTHER, 


Foreign Offce to Home Offce.* 


Sir, Foreign O} December 2 
: reign Office, December 21, 1801. 
WITH referenes to your letter ofthe 14th insta stg tha Colona Majo bad 
been requested to attend an Inter-Departmental Comunitteo, to be held at this Office on the 
17th instant, to consider the proposed Regulations for the transit of, vowels caning 
petroleum in'bulk through the Suez Caual, Tam ditectod by the Marquis of Salisbury to 
Transmit to you, for the information of Mr. Secretary Matthows, 0 copy of the dratt of the 
proposed Regulations, showing tho amendments and additions recommended by the 
SEE 
‘am also to inclose an extract of the i i 
ie senate nstractions which havo been addressed! to the 
chant 2 42, SpE that, you il convey to, Me, Secretary Matthows his Loniship's 
ban! ve valuable advice and assistance wl ¢ d 0 lish 
hanks forthe valuble a nee which he was good enough to furaish to the 
Tam, &o. 
(Signed) "JAMES W, LOWTHER, 


Tnclosure in No. 43. 


Draft of proposed Regulations, showing hs Aacstmenly ash Adiionh Fecomlenti ty the 
‘ommittee, 


Draft of proposed Regulations Amendments 


Article 1". A partie dy . 
ct jusqu’d nouvel ordre, le transit sera 
auutorisé dans le Caval de Suez pour tous los 
navires chargés de péteole en vmuc a ja 
condition, de satiate ou de s€, con- 
former rigourcusement aux ‘pti 
former UX prescriptions 

Art. 2. ‘Tout navire chargé de pétrole 
‘rae, qui se présentera devant I'an des ports 
entrée du Canal, devra faire connaltee, sans 
retard, sa qualité de pétrolier au moyen d'un 
signal & déterminer. Le navire sera mouillé 
dans Je port Aun emplacement spécial, et il 
‘sera isolé au moyen de pannes flottantes, 


Algo to Adiraty amd Board of Trade. 








Draft of proposed Regulations. 


Lientrée du Canal ne sera nccordée au 
navire que si son capitaine fournit la preave, 
en exhibant, le cas échéant, les pitces 
uthentiques & appui : 

*[1, Que son navire est de construction 
postéricure A 1889.) 

2. Quiil n été construit spécialoment pour 
lo transport du pétrole, et qu'il est classé 
comme tel. 

3, Que son classement est dans Ia eaté- 
goric +A1 100 du Lloyd Anglais, ou dans 
a eatégorie @,/, Hl du Bureau Veritas. 

4, Que son chargement ne comprend que 
du pétrole raffing, de qualité uniforme, et 
telle que tous les échantillons qui en seront 
pris donnent 4 ane moyenne some points 
inflammation de 23° degrés centigrades 
(73 degrés Fahrenheit) ae au-demue 
qu'nueun do wee Sohaniitions we done ww point 
iniiammosion inkeriour 3 oy degre setigraies 
(je degrse Balrenbei). Le, capitaine seen 
tenu do justifier que le pétrole dont son 
‘navire est chargé satiafait aux conditions qui 

#éeddent en communiquant aux agents de 
i Compagnie une pice Iégalnge wu port de 
chargement et établissant que Ia cargalson 
i subi les Gpreaves ci-demua exigées d'une 
manidro satisfaisante, 

6. Que ses seuls moyens d'élairage, en 
dchors des appareils réglementairos pour la 
navigation de nuit, sont des lampes incan~ 
descentes (électriques) qui dovront dre ale 
Tumées atin de permettre A agent da transit 
de constater qu’elles sont en bon dtat de 
fonctionnement, . 

6. Quil ext muni de popes d’un débit 
suffisant pour charger ou décharger 300 
tonnes de pétrole par heuro ai moininti. 
‘Lagent da transit pourra demandor que, 
soit ces pompes, voit In machine nuxiliaire 

i len actionne, solent mises en marche 

vat Taj a 


7. Quo tes witernen she naive we yréoentant mi 
Fuike 1 suioions dangerous she nature bab 
faire rofiases Fede 06 Ye satinmernent dats fen 


porte oi unliquent le potralions, 


8. Quele tirant d'eau du navire ne dépasse 
pas 7 métres, 

Art, 3. Le enpitaine, en réglant les droits 
de transit, devra payer, en outre, une 
somme de 2,500 fr, représentant les frais 
spéciaux impoaés & Ia Compagnie par la 
nature do chargement de son navire, sa~ 
oir — 

J. Location d’un eppareil. spécial qui sera 


Amendments, 


* Subsection, “ 1" &e,, to be omit 

1. That the ship has been specially fitted 
‘for the carriage of petroleum in bulk, and 
classed ax such, and is provided with spe 
tonnage certificate indicating the tanks i 
which alone petroleum may be carried. These 
tanks must be separated from all other spaces 
in the vessel by coffer-dams from side to side 
af the ship and from floors to upper deck: and 
farther, the expansion Canks must be extended: 
‘to the upper deck. 
4 au maine wm 


“when tested by the Abel test in manner 
defined in first Schedule to Petrolevm Act 
United 


Aand free from risk of easing accident by 
Jire or explosion 


independent pumps for the cargo spaces not 
to be used for ballast, ceffer-dams, or other 
spaces. 

PT. No vesael shall be admitted which has 
il, whether by leakage or otherwise, in any 
other space than the tanks constructed for the 
Fervor, se shown. by the tonnage certificate 
A. 


Ta. The coffer-dams must at all timer be 
ept fall of water, fed from cisterns on the 
upper deck, fitted with gauge glaxser. 


Draft of proposed Regulations. Amendments. 
employé & convoyer le navire pétrolier, ot 
dont emploi sera obligatoire, 
2. Location de panes flottantes dont 1a 
‘Compagnie aurs le droit d'entourer le navire 
pow Viger quand il stationnera, soit dans 
les ports ou gares, soit dans toute autre 
partie da Canal. 
Art. 4. Pendant toute la durée du transit 
sera tenu de veiller i ce que 
pe presente ne fume [ni ne soit “nor strike a light without permission of the 
mm d'aucun moyen dobtenir du captain.” 


Compagnie se réserve de 
modifor le tour dentrée dane lo Canal da 
navire pétrolier si elle le juge opportun. 

Art. 6. Toutes les prescriptions de Ragle. 
ment de Navigation et de ses Annexes, 
notamment celles de Article 6, par rapport 
aux départs et aux garages on rovte, ot 

res aux clauses du présont Réglement, 
spécial aux navires péteoliers on vrac, rest i 
Ppetcabios Heo eo New Articles, 
charge of petroleum, whether 
" water or wot, shall be permitted 
into the Canat from any tank vessel, 

2. No repairs shall, on any account, be 
made to @ petroleum tank ship during her stay 
in the Canel except under the supervision of 
the Canal authoritien, 

8, No petroleum tenk vessel passing through 
the Canal shall be allowed to discharge any 
part of her cargo whilat in the Canal, except 
‘ax specially herein provided for, 

4; Petroleum tank ships “preventing theme 
selves for admission which have dincharged 
their cargo of petroleum wholly o7 partly, and 
whether carrying other cargo or nol inthe 
authorised tanks, shall not be permitted to 
center the Canal waless those tanks, and all other 
spaces, shall have been thoroughly cleansed by 
the removal of all oil and vapour. 


ee 
No. 44, 
‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 


M. Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, 
: i igh Office, December 21, 1801. 

WITH reference to your Excclency's Memorandum of the 24th utioe relative ee the 
Protest made by Mesers. Russell nd Amnbols, against the proposal to allow the passage of 
Petroleum in bull, in tank ships, through the Suez Canal, Hare nov the honodr to Sate 
fo. you that Her Majesty's Government have given their careful consideration ‘to the 
(hicetions raised ty the firm in question to the proposed trarsit of sch vessels, and to make 
following observations for your Excelloncy’s information, 9 
Her Majesty's Government are advised that the Sues Canal Com; 


under the terms of their Concession to make such Regulations ax say boncomay oe the 


traffic passing through the Canal, and that they haye not the i 

‘any class of commercial vessels which comply with those Regtunoare eS 

quan Company elsim, that vo long asthe days ofall uations ate treated on a foting of 
man int ce of the Powers with the right conferred on the Company. ts enuot 
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justi ny, and Her 
lations, would neither be justified nor admitted by the Company, and 
Migjeaty Gorersurat consider that there are no grounds for their interference in the 


rs LT have, &e. 


(Signed) "SALISBURY. 


SS 
No. 45. 


Foreign Office to Mesers, Russell and Arnhols. 


Gentlemen, Foreign Off, Decne 35/1601 
IM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your far 
letter of the 1ith fevtant, Die foeowares spectiog the question of the transit of 
petroteum in bulk through the Suez Canal, and to make the following observations on 
ae i % y had been advised that 
jew of the fact that the Directors of the Canal Company bad bee a 
sips eying peteloun taj Buik Gaga oui 76 = through the Canal if they found it 
deatable, after due inquiry, to consider what Regulaious it might be necessary to sop, 
the objet of proteting the Canal and the shipping pasting through or stationary 
within it, from any tisk of danger that might arise from such ships. A draft of sucl 
Regulations was accordingly prepare for the consideration of the Directors. | 
The Company have the power under the terns of thet Concession to make sv 
Regulations as may be necessary for the traffic passing through the Canal, but they have 
not the power to tefxe adision. to the Canal to nny cles of commercial vessel complying 
with thowe Regulations,” None ofthe Power, exept th Porte ae parties othe Chari 
Company, and so long us the Company comply with the stig in thei session, 
wick mguiga that the fags of all atogs shll’bo treated on a footing of equality, no 


intervention would be justified, ms 
bake ao have been consulted by the British Directors on the form 


of tho propose Regultions; and their opiion so fr a regards the techoieal pote 


are iad wins st Te nes Greet dost pepe 
Aiterpt to limit the discretion ofthe Diretorte of the Suex Casal Company. 
aun, &o. 2 
(Bigned) JAMES W, LOWTHER. 


No. 46, 
Measrs, Russell and Arnhol to Foreign Office —(Received December 24.) 


1, Great Wincheter Stet, Landon, December 23, on é 
5 acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 21st instant, which purports 
Safa cuter oe sant in te aaa thi eter you are good enough to sate thit 
the Diretors of the Canal, “ter due inquiry,” considered what Regulations it might be 
necessary to adopt, with the object of protecting the Canal and the shipping passing throug! 
or stationary within it from any risk of danger which might arise om the ships carrying 
roleum in bulk, which, as you say, might claim ta passthrough the Canal. As we have 
fo knowledge that any inquiries whatever of a character dealing adequately with the sate 
were ever made public, we sball secre oblsiog ae on thie peel if 
nectiny ent, when, no doubt, tho validity of this position wil 4. 
Pore kial. Gough to ioform us that the Canal Company, under the terms of theie 
Concession, can snake such Regulations as may be necssay for the talc pasting through 
the Canal, but they have not the power to reuse ewisson to the Canal to ‘ny class of 
commercial veel complying wih those Regulations. We arenot aware that ws propounded, 
any dificulty which is met by this answer, but we think that the question fs not one 
making « necessary Regulation, for as a a ‘of fact no Regulation exists prohibiting any 
© ing on the Canal. : ss 
rr cea areas a tcp Hale yo ein Bala 
and under it the fags of all nations cannot be tteated on a footing of equity, because 
the ships authored, to operate ander this contemplated Tele will be bulk petroleum 
ships when going East, and cargo carrying vessels when returning, and altogether 


Sir, 


ES 


subject to such exceptional treatment as to constitute so gravea violation of the very Article 
of the Concession, which you invoke, that we submit they ought to be referred to. the 
Sublime Porte and the Ezyptian Government before acquiring the force of Snality, 

It was not our intention in writing to you to ask you to limit the discretion of the 
Directorate of the Suez Canal ; our main object was, that you might hinder the Canal 
from exceeding its powers by making Rules discriminating between cargoes, regulating the 
draft of water, and enforcing the compulsory convoynge, which we understood had been 
Snally and for ever settled by the Tonnage Commissions of some years past. 

We regret that we cannot consider your lotter as adequately dealing with the matter 
submitted to you by us, nor recognizing the gravity of the passage of bulk petroleum on the 
Canal, in view of the climatic conditions of the Isthmus, and we must. persist in. the 
conclusions of our letters, and shall use every endeavour to have thie’ matter more 
thoroughly investigated than it appears to have been done by the British Directors of the 
Canal, whose facile conclusions appear to have suggested the points in your letter, which 
hhaye never formed the subject of any controversy in ours, 

We have, &e. 
(Signed) RUSSELL axn ARNHOLZ, 


——. 
No. 47. 
British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquis of Salishury-—(Received December 28.) 


(No. 10. Commercial. Confidential.) 
Paris, December 22, 1801. 
edge the receipt of Sir 'T. Sanderson's’ dexpatch 
No.0, Commercial, of the 19th instant, and to report to your Lordship that Sir John 
Stokes nnd Mr. Austin Fee to-day attended the mecting of the Finance Committee of the 
Suez Canal Council, when the inclosed amended draft of the proposed Regulations was 
discussed and adopted, 

‘We had previously, in a three hours’ discussion with M. Charles de Lessops, urged 
upon him the amendments and additions recommended by the Inter-Departmental 
Committee held at the Foreign Office on the 17th instant. 

During this long discussion we brought M. Charles de Lessops round to admit 
the value of thep roposed changos, many of which at first appeared to him inadvisable. 
‘The draft as it now stands will, we trust, show that the viows of Her Majesty’s Govern. 
went bave been substantially adopted. 

Passages left blank will be found in Article 1 and Article 2, sub-bends 2 and 3, 

‘The drt wil be flied in when infornatins bar tack received as to the special signale 
flag usually employed to denote petroleum vessels, ‘The other two referring ta the teste 
for ascertaining the flashing point of each cargo, and the mode of insuring safe installation 
of the electric light aro left to be filled in by Sir John Stokes in consultation 
Colonel Majendio and M. Chevassus, the Secretary of the London Committee of 1! 
Counci} the official who hax been charged with tho investigation of the Petroleum question, 
and who knows the points of difficulty likely to arise from the probable conflict of interests 
of the several parties concerned: sbip-owners, ship-builders, and merchants, 

We have the honour to point out, with’ reference to your Laniship's instructions, 
that the Regulation Is designated as a provisional one, the eolings expressed by tho 
Delegntes to the Inter-Departmental Committee as to its tentative character ‘being shared 
by the French Directors. 

‘The only point on which any detailed explanation appears to be necessary is that 
under Article 1 of the draft inclosed in Sir T. Sanderson's despatch defining the mode of 
Construction of tank vessels, the last paragraph of which gave rise to much opposition, 
because the ship-builders who build these tank vessels hold very divergent opinions us to 
scurrying the coffer-damos and expansion tanks to the upper decks. ‘The Company do not 
wish to place themselves by their Regulations in direct antagonism with these q 
interests; but the wording adopted in Article 2, sub-head 7, docs virtually ‘concede 
the point raised by the Departmental Committee a the coffer-dams, by providing 
that the space reserved for the tanks shall be completely isolated from the bow and stern 
of every such vessel by colfer-dams. : 

‘Your Lordship will observe that the draft submitted for discussion to-day differs in u 
Fery important manner from that put before the Departmental Committe, in as much as 
the Regulations now adopted buve relieved the Company of all responsibility for the safe 
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passage of those vessels through the Conal, and fixes on the captain of each vessel 
the onus of declaring that all the requirements of the Regulations have been complied 
with, 

‘The Regulation also respecting the convoying of tank yessels through the Canal has 
been made to agree with the wording of the General Regulation in force prior to and ever 
since the Conferences at Constantinople in 1873. 

Te is hoped that the treatment of that particular part of the subject will obviate any 
protest on the part of the Sublime Porte, 

cet © roxas 
(Signed) . STOKES. 
H, AUSTIN LEE. 


Inclosure in No, 47. 


Réglement provisoive pour le Transit des Navires chargés de Pétrole en Vrac, applicable a 
partir du 1" Juillet, 1892. 


ARTICLE 1”, Tout navire chargé de pétrole en vrae, qui se présentera devant l'un des 
ports d'entrée du Canal, devra, aussitét, se faite reconnaltre en [2 compléter]. 

‘Le navire qui stationnera dans le port sera isolé au moyen de panes flottantes 

‘obtenir "entrée dans le Canal, le capitaine devra faire déclaration :— 

1. Que son navire est classé spécialement pour le transport da pétrole dans la 
catdgorie + A1 100 du Lloyd Anglais ou dans ta eatégorie © at ‘tu Bureau Veritas 

2. Que son chargement ne comprend que du pétrole rafling, de qualité uniforme, et 
dont des échantillons, pris au port d’embarquement, ont donné une moyenne, comme points 
(inflammation, de 23 degrés centigrades (73 degrés Fabrenheit), ou au-dessus, ot qu'aucun 
dle ces éhantillons ne donne un point dindammation inférieur & 21 degeés centigrades 
(70 dogrés Fahrenheit) (i compléter] ; 

3. Que ses souls moyens d’éclairage, ea dehors des appareils réglementaires pour la 
navigation de nuit, sont des lampes électriques ineandescentes [4 eompléter] ; 

4, Qu'l ext muni de pompes affectées uniquement au chargement et aa déchargement 
du pétrolo ot d'un débit effect wufisant pour charger ow décharger 300 tonnes poids do 
pétrole par heure, au mininum ; 

5, Qutavoune ds teres du nave lest Wuue capaci wupédeure i 200 tonnes de 
jauge (tonnes de 283 metres cubes ou de 100 pieds cubes Anglais), et we peut déverver 
on contenu dans une autre citerne par aucune ouvertare ox solution de continuité 
des parois; 

6. Qu’aucune des citernes n'est placée immédiatement A lavant ni immédiatement & 
Varridre du navire; 

7. Que Vespace néservé aux citernes de pétrole est complétement eéparé de avant 
et de Farridre da navire par des eloisons doubles étanches formant des espaces entigrement 
rowplis d'eau, 

‘Art 3. ‘Tout nayir charaé de pérole «n_vrac deven ve fair’ convoyer, pendant toute 
Ja durée de son transit, par un remorqueureciterne aménagé en vue de Talldgement rapido 
1 immédiat du navire 0 eas echouage, 

La Compagnie se réserve d'approwver, att préalable, te type et Ies dimensions de 
€o remorqueur qui devra, d’ailleurs, se soumettre & toutes les prescriptions du § 5 
de I'Article 12 duu Réglement de Navigation, 

La Compaguie aura un remorqueur-citerne qu'elle mettra & In disposition des navires 
chargés de pétrole en vrac, transitant le Canal, qui Tui en feront la demande, La location 
tera faite conforméent aux dispositions du §3 de 'Article 12 du Righement de Navigation 
relatives au convoyage par un remorqueur de premidre classe 

Att. 4. Pendant toute Ia durée du truusit, le capitaine sera tenu de veillee Ace que, 
sur son bord, nul ne fume ni n'ait sur sa perronne aucun moyon d’obtenir da feu. 

‘Art, 5. Le-navire qui, apres avoir transports uu chargement de pétrole ex vrac, 
transiterait vide de pétrole, ne sera pas soumis aux prescriptions qui préeddent, mais son 
capitaine devra fire déslaration qu'll a fait toutes lee opérations de nettoyage ou autres 
nécessires pour éviter Ia présence d'aueunes vapeurs de pétrole dans les citernes on dans 
toute autre partie du navito, 

Art. 6. Toutes les prescriptions du Riglemeat de Navigation et de ses Annexes, non 
contraires aux clauses du préseut Ragleinent, restent applicables. 

Le Président-Directeur, 
(Sind) FERD. DE LESSEPS. 
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No, 48. 


British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Reerived December 28,) 


(80, U1, Commercial. Confidential) 
iy Lord, London, December 25, 1891. 
WE have the honour to add to our No. 10, Commercial, of the 22nd instant, that the 
references to a tonnage certificate contained in the amendments of the Departmental 
Committee were omitted from the draft Regulations for petroleum. tank: vessels passing 
through the Suez Canal as M. Charles de Lesseps represented that there micht be 
difficulty in getting the tonnage certificates of other countries modified, althousl there 
would probably be none about the certificates of English vessels 
Moreover, as the Regulations are now worded, reference to the tonnage certificates is 
harily necessary. = 
The draft ‘Regulations forwarded in our above-mentioned despatch, and completed, ux 
therein described, will be submitted to the Suez Canal Council at’ theit inceting on 
the Bt, January, and will no doubt be adopted by that body, : 
Vo trust that it will receive your Lordship’s approval, as it will be difflealt to obtai 
further postponement of the question, Bod neta 
We have, &o. 
(Signed) J. STON 
C.RIV 


No, 49, 
Admiralty to Fortign Office-—(Received December 29.) 


Sir, Adi ilty, December 28, 18% 
- - imiralty, December 25, 1891, 
1AM commanded. by my Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty to transmit for the 
perusal of the Secretary of State for Foreign Afluirs, a letter from Mr. Buckwell, 
warding a Report as to the new mode of transit of petroleum, and on objections 
to passage through the Suez Canal. 


Inclosure 1 in Ne 
Mr. Buckwell to Admiralty 


Dear Sir, December 14, 189 
T INTRUDE on your kindness to incloss a teter in part Report as to the few mode 
Fs tramst of etrleu, on objet v fo pamage through Suez Cana, aad further on lige 
jue), respectlally requesting of you to Iay the samme before the Right Honourable Lal 
Commissioners of the Admiral, and to the Forvign Offog ar dchot hee ote eee 
‘address to give tho respect 1 wish to show and feel, 
’ T have, &e. 
(Signed) W. BUCK WELL, 


Tnclosure # ia No, 49, 
Mr. Buckwell to the Lorde Commissioners of the Admiralty, 


f the Admiralty, Aspras Si 
Aspra, Sabina, Haly, December U4, 1801. 
BEING advised by your Permanent Scorctary (Mr. Evun Macgregor) that tuy letior 
a substituting liquid fuel for coal has been laid bedbee your Right Honourable Comtnission, 
And ‘as my letter, compasses the preventing of all and every unsafeness by practical 
system of preventing any vapour being evolved in tankage, of stomge, transport, transfor- 
cece to all usings, and such is more or less pertinent of particulars concerning the 
objections to the new mode of bulk tank transit, in reference to passage of petroleum 
through the Suez Canal, ou which I understaod the “representatives of the oil trade are 
ee furnish the Governinent with a Report dealing with the climatic conditions 
K 





ah 


i ” {would sabmit that the 
existing in the Canal upon the storage of petroleum in bulk. bmit th 
fol trade is tot a dsinterested ody to kre that oneal ene foterest 
is to stop the passage and shut out Russian oil bu! ‘ = _ * 5 eoleg Fa ae eee 
Russian interest is to have free passage of the Canal for pet aoc fe 4 th ob 

it i fimati i ‘sting have little or not jo with objections 
Britain, while the climatic conditions existing have littl or not ae A be ena 
¢ new mode of transit by means of bulk tanks, which I will undertake 
Rie Nery bale orton nical, although better than eases or barrels, and to Fash 
test rules or restrictions can make the rd transit so, oF plates eee coat ference, 
or storage fo any usings whether it be the ounces, to small portable o Sel lamp or th 
lamps of lighthouies, er beacons, oF high power lights oF nny farnce barners of using any 
juantity, or to the conveyings to and from storings of thousands of tons, " 
Se Tie eeaecon Se ae Morage, transport, c. would interdict the using of tquid 
fuel in substitution of coal, As to the oil trade giving particulars aside of interest rt may 
be well to reflect on some positive Siete on te American and Rosina ta a Taney 
ude, to got the American to market oil at Sd, per gallon, agree to give 134 a m 
eee nee as cominission, Taking the off at 0 gallons to the ton, la 184.56 
8s, Sut per ton, and Si per gallon is 125s. per ton, so that the oil reaches Eng snd i 
cate Male. Bd: per i ‘ a this 81s, 3d, about 3e, 4d. of it may be oe transpe ee 
ite nources, refining, and an impositious profit, by the great monopolics w! ch cay recta 
the wource from which ono in the American his amnssed 24,000,0001., whil cin the Rossan 
it is supposed one firm has had 5001. or more per day. T ‘he 434, Od. per >a ree 
‘users and consumers of Russian off for storage, marketing, and commission, T think i i 
excom of commercial honesty, and, in fact, more so than on many substances So 
e consider stitute & fraud, or amore mildly, a vile imposition, particular 
mite cearaek wr dps oe aa ety eee 
3,000 ton tank store of say 20 ton of metal, at 15% per ton woold be 3,000l., 
ieee at say 2001. should rs the rent on copital outlay, cost ae = ed 
e should serve to store 6,000 tons or more por year. Now 6,000 tons I. 
apie = 2001, A ie ie 6.000 : B00L, #0 that ali storage should be covered at 
Ye, por ton. The rail trrnsport with uncontrollable danger and risk to trains, and 
the freight may be Gkon at li. per ton per mile, with & minimum of 20 4 as 


i ¢ ila, or tank waggors, but 
lone in America and Russia (in the past) in cases, barrel : 
inthe iptvoehl the transport fom souremy reneri, to and fom. the ports, and other 


stress by pips, and at Baka it stated there ara forty ee by side, 
he tran ‘thom worked by pumps giving ngltation conduct ling apo 
Mpa cons to equal the transport ng of 1,000 tons per so any se ta Pete 
mp oF ke agitation tate ally shou pot cost in capital outlay and using 400). per 
Mile say, profit return for such outlay 74 per cent, SOL (200%), and, 300 re uy 
qual 2a per d jeans of transport, of 1,000 tons per day one-fifth of 1d. pet 
cae tebe 100 mln or any leon, Depo to, ths, wlth the safety storage at all ports of 
Te, would be Be. pet ton. ‘This transport by conduits is only the ‘lth of Prevent risky 
tmnsport of adopting in England, the past mode of America and Russia costing oF 
tmore'pet ton per mile. Now, as the cost or price to contumers oF wer. in importing 
cntry beyond price in port Hncharged is 48s, ht. per tom, of which certainly the 3s. a, 
or less, ia ample for storage, and transport Tat pl sons M noe ‘ot sonra 
Ne ty of such 40s, per ton on all refined oil, petroleum, in i 
stertng WoOIS Tot Ada. coat ol Uhe_prce to wsers or ‘consumers, and fall rade 
Hiquid,petvoleum shoal be allowed in. fre of daty of any specific gravity, sc py erode 
petroledm would arrive in and bo refined in the importing ounty, giving 3 considerable 
Emnplayment, and it could be imported. at 20x. to 25s. per ton, or less, a 
ryt home would love for gas, and as liquid fuel usrngs of ut Tes than 20s. per 
fon, and a great industry woukd be established, with a Teas price for the oil for lighting by 
Mtfenst 90° to. 60 per cent. than the present, wed it wilt ate ae. to upset the 
nonopolies existing, and the increase of theu that fs looming, to which & 2: per to 
era bea aaieral help, and {will undertake to, show tha there io. unsafenss 
sehstever in petroleum, or any of ite derivatives, propery dealt with, bu of which the Pla 
fest, or any tles or restrictions thereon, has tot, nor ean, eliminate uasafenes. For t 
apply the Flash test to any oll from the Toast veal othe Hata to even tll, 
r , bitumen, asphalte, there must bo air acee ai for any 

evolve vapour of gues, of there must be agitation t Seprate or plveiae) or the 
Seperation, must be by diflision with, or into, other substance, ns, for example, a col 
eal rod dipped. into” petroleum may te thrust into Ge without _spenion ory 
indi  iamning, and a red hot metal rod in the same way thrust into petroleum 
inditipct will bo tore er tas tho mame. But vapour of petroleum or other ol, or of 
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» evolved by agitation, or by heat, from any of the solids, or any of the 
guid, the vapour will ignite, and flame, and explode, and extend explosion; “hence 
candle-wick ignites and flames, or the cold bar of metal enwrapped at end with cottos, or 
Tike, or with even asbestos, will ame in fire or to a light, and heoce such substances, 
ith any grade of petroleum floating on water, or with little saturation of ‘petroleum will 
ignite snd lame in any temperature, and accounts for explosions, disasters. generally, 
Ail this evidences that it is not the Tiquids or solids that are so uneafe, but the vapour, 
or the atomized therefrom, or a separating by other substances, or by being sprayed by 
asitation, or sit blast, being in fact analogous to a pulverization state of the liquids o 
solids, and that this is so pulverized anthracite or other coal, or its waste, and alo dust 
from grain in a Hour sill will explode. The prevention is clearly. Prevent the vapour, 
Prevent the pulverization, ot sepurating, or other atomizing, and tio danger or risk xsl, 
even in a temperature double or mere of any elimatio ntmeaphero within ait or air spnet, 
and this demonstrates the absurdity of Flath test to found rules, of restrictions to, oF 
quantities of stonige, transport, or transference, while all unsafeness is easily and simph 
Prevented, whether it is ounces oF thousands of tons, and thereby renders the liquid (fel) 
Petroleum for steam generating: or its explosion: in petroleum ‘motors (engines) as safe, 
or safer than solid fuel, or gas therefrom, oa Innd, or in vexsels which I will undertake 
to ierefatably demonstrate to the easy comprehension of a ohild, and T sincerely hope it 
will not have to await some very deplorable disaster to xhow this by, or on the present 
legalized rules, or the permitted of sanctioned adopted course. Tn the 2a. dit ia 
Gite, certain that 24. to 2d. per gallon should glve tho petroleum, ot ite suitable 
tives, for all illuminating purposes or vsings, and from 4d. to 4d. per gallon for all 
ordinary ubricatng and as liquid fuel, aod to Id. Pee xollon for Tittle more special. AM 
Biving a large amount of employment at home and protecting own sources of production 
instead of contributing to the milionoaires’ imposition or plunderiig monopoly profits 
compared to that of healthy, comercial, or tmde competition, A /. or more per ton 
duty on all refined i» only & protection, and equitable, to obtain the oil crude, torancure 
home labour employment in ll manufacturings tiereon for hone ws0 and consuraption, 

T must now most respectfully solicit your Larduhip to wecept my aiwuranea and wih I 
could havo given the fhels and explanations far more brielly and tersely, and that verbosity 
4s from my inability to submit to your Lordship's consideration the facta that exist with s 

urtifable exporure of imponitions, by combinitions of great capitalists mondpeliee loouitag 


to be increased, and I have, &c. 
(Signed) W. BUCKWELL, C.E, 


No. 50. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 
Sir, Foreign Office, December 29, 1801 
WITH reference to previous correspondence respecting the pnsaage of pettoleucs in 
bulk throvgh the Suez Canal, Tam directed by the Marquis of Balistury to treomeey co 
You, to be laid before the Boant of Trade, two despatches trom the British Ditvcton, 
together with an smended draft of the Regulations which it is proposed to adopt for 
governing the traffic.* 

Lord Salisbury regrets that the British Direotors baye not been able to persuade their 
collengzues to aecept the Regulations as amended by the Inter-Departiental Yominittes, 

“The Board of Trade will observe that a tnterial alteration hus been mado ih throwing 
upon the exptain of @ tank-ship the onus of declaring that she is built and fittal aot 
‘arries 3 cargo in secordance with the Regulations. 

Tt does not, however, appear that any pens! clause for a false declaration has bvecn 

verted in the Regulations. 

Tam to request that you will move the Board to inform his Lordship whether they 
fin supzest any process by which, under the circumstances, cases of falne declatation could 
bbe mot and dealt with. 

The Board of Trade will observe that the Regulations are to be submitted to the 
Suez Canal Council st their meeting on Monday, the Sth proximo, for adoption, aad as it 
is necessary that the instructions to the British’ Director, chu be sent not Jater than 
Friday next, Tam to request that the Board will favour his Lordship with theie reply to 
this letter with as little delay as possible, 

Tam, &e. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER, 


© New AF and 48, 
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No. 51. 
Foreign Office to Messrs, Russell and Arakolz. 


Gentlemen, Foreign Office, December 29, 1891. 

TAM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the reseipt of your letter 
of the 23rd instant, relative to the question of the passage of petroleum in buik throagh 
the Suex Canal. 

In reply, Tam to observe that, if your contention thnt the Suez Canal Company are 
exceeding their powers by making’ Rules as proposed for regulating the passage of such 
veatels through the Canal were to prevail, petroleum in bulk ships would pass through the 
Canal without any Regulation whatever, to the possible danger of the Canal and the 
shipping in it. 

aS Tam, &e. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER, 


No. 62, 
Home Office to Foreign Office (Received December 30.) 


Sic, Home Office, Whitehall, December 29, 189 
TAM directed by the Secretary of State to ncknowledgo the receipt of your letter of 
the 21st instant, forwarding a draft of the proposed Regulations relative to the transit 
through the Suez Canal of vessels ladon with petroleum 
Tam, &. 
(Signed) £. LEIGH PEMBERTON 


No. 53. 
Board of Trade to Foreign Ofice.—(Reeeived Decewber 31.) 


Sir, Board of Trade, London, December 90, 1801. 

1 AM directed by the Hoard of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 

ath ultimo, transtniiting two despatches from tho British Directors of the Suez Canal, 

fogether with amended deat of the Regulations which it is proposed to adopt for 
governing the passage of petroleum in bulk through the Canal. ‘The Board of ‘Trade 
share the regret of Lord Salisbury that the Uritish Dircctors have not been able to 
ervnde their collegues to noceptthe Regulations as amended by the Inter-Departmental 
rommittec, 

With regard to the question of dealliig with wasters who may make false declarations 
a to the build, fitting, and cargo of vewels carrying petroleam through the Canal, Tam 
to state, for the inforrmation of hix Lordship, that they ars not aware of any provisions 
of the Laws relating to Britisls merebant shipping which are applicable to the case; but I 
tin to suggest that the masters of petroleum vessels passing through the Canal might be 
required before entering the Canal to give a bond, which would be forfeited by any foleo 
statement in the declaration. 

‘A siailar course bas been adopted by the Boanl of Trade in certain cases where the 
law might otherwise be infringed with impunity. 

“The inclosures in your letter are returned herewith, 

Thave, fc. 
ed) GEORGE J, SWANSTON, 


No. 54. 
Foreign Office to Admiralty. 
Sir, Foreign Office, December 31, 1891. 


” LAM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
‘of the 28th instant, inelosing a commonication from Mr. Buckwell respecting the question 


of the passage of petroleum in bulk through the Suez Canal. Iam to request that you 
will inform the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty that Mr. Buckwell's letter and its 
inclosures have been sent to the British Directors for their perusal. 
Tam, &. 
JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


Foreign Offce to British Suez Canal Directors. 


fo. 11, Commercial.) 
tlemen, Foreign Office, December 81, 1891, 
WITH reference to previous corresponilenca respecting the question of the passage of 
troleum in bulk through the Suez Canal, I am directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to 
Inclose for your perusal a letter addressed to the Admiralty by Mr. Buckwell, forwarding a 
Report on the subject.* 
Tam, &. 
igned) JAMES W. LOWTHE! 


No, 66. 
Foreign Office to British Suex Canal Directors 


fo. 1, Commercial.) 
jentlemen, Foreign Office, January 1, 1802, 
I AM directed by the Marquis of Saliabury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
despatches Non 10 and 11, Confidential, Comamorca, of the 22nd and 26th ultimo, on 
e subject of the proposcd Regulations for governing the transit of petroleum in bulk 
trough the Suez Cana pores ? 
wese despatches were communicated to tho Board of ‘Trade in a letter of which T 
atm to inclose a eopy.t 
T am also to incloso, for your information, copy of the Board's reply, and to request 
you to make to the Counel of the Conipany. the miggestion offered by the Board of 
‘Trade, in which Lont Salisbury concurs, that the captains of tank ships should give a 
bond, to be forfeited in the event of there being any fale statement in their 
declarations, 
Tam, &, 
(Bignod) JAMES W. LOWTHER, 


No, 57. 
Foreign Office to British Suet Canal Directors 


ge . 2. Commercial.) 

Gentlemen, Foreign Office, January 1, 1892. 
WITH reference to your despateh No, 8, Commercial, of the 1st ultimo, res} ‘ing 

the passage of petroleum in bulk through the Suez Canal, [ am directed by the Marquis 

of Salisbury to transmit to you, for your information, copies of further correspondence. 

‘on this subject with Messrs, Russell and Arnbola.§ 


Lam, &e. 
(Signed) ‘. V. LISTER, 
No. 68, 


Messrs, Russell ond Arahols (o the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received January 2.) 


My Lord, 17, Great Winchester Street, London, January 1, 1892, 
‘THE Petition herewith signed by the leading ship-owners doing business with the 
and addressed to the Suez Maritiue Canal Comspny, has been referred to us to be 


t Ne 
§ Now. 45, 46, and 81, 
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used in the common interest of those engaged in calling the attention of the Govern- 
ment to the dangerous character of the authorization of the passage of petroleum in 
bulk on the Suez Canal in view of the climatic conditions of the isthmus. 

In the pursuit of this duty we beg to transmit to you this Petition, the contentions 
of which we heartily indorse, and foel it would be superfluous on our part, in view of the 
names appended to it, to call your Lordship's attention to the weight and importance of 
this remonstrance against the proposed action of the Canal Company. 

We have, &e. 
(Signed) RUSSELL axn ARNHOLZ. 


Inclosure in No, 58. 
Petition. 
‘To the Prosident-Director and Directors of the Suez Canal Company, 


WE, tho Undersigned, ship-owners, who are largely interested in the 
the Suoz Canal, and the tragic through ‘the same, and the safe conduct there 
been Informed’ that the Suez Canal Company are negotiating with » Syndicate who 
desire to obtain periniusion for the carriage of petroleum in bulk on the Suee Canal in 
tank steamer, intonded to be constructed by the Syndicate for the purpose, and xo fitted 
aus to carry abnormally large quantities of oil to the shell of the steamer, in what are 
regarded as excessively large tanks, renpectively submit to the Directors of the Company 
the following considerations, to which we bey their eareful attention -— 

1, That, in view of the high temporaturo of the Canal, the exceptional tratiic on the 
Canal, and its extraordinary value, no such permission as that sought should be granted 
unless the ordinary traffic can bo secured against all risks attendant upon tho carriage of 
petroleum under such exceptional conditions. 

2, That any accident in the Canal toa steamer carrying bulk potroleum in such 
lange quantitiog, whether caused by fire or otherwire, would, from the confined spaco of 
the waters of the Canal, necomarily qpences ‘and danger sppeara 
to be recognized by the Directors by the proposed Regulation that evory tank steamer 
ball bo accompanied by a tender capable of receiving a portion of her cargo under 


‘omorgency. 

BF TTvat the Rates which your motorialists. understand are proposed to obviate the 
admitted danger, involve principlos of serious importance to the general navigation of the 
Canal and are beyond the powers recognized and contemplated in the original Concession 
granted to the Canal and recognized by the Great Powers, 

4. Thot any Rogulation arbitearily denying a right of passage to steamers built 
hofore a cortain yoar is highly objectionable, and involves a right on the part of the 
Company to interfere with the trade through the Canal ina manner inconsistent with 
the privilege of free navigation, which hax hitherto been impartially secured to all 
hip-owners, 

5. That any Rogulation limiting the draught of » particular claw of steamer solely 
with rogard to the cargoos which they carry, is likewise in opposition to the principles 
and rales on which the navigation bas been regulated, and introduces a principle of 
distinction betwoon vosiels which, onco admitted, would pat an end to the wise policy 
which has hitherto placed the vestols and owners of all nations on a common footing of 
equality. 

an hat any Regulation which assorts, on the part of the Canal Company, the right 
to fix testa and to distinguish between differont clases of petroleum when carried in bulk, 
and to prolibit one class of petroleum and to exclude others, would be a direct inter- 
ference withthe fre navigation of the Cana, and open up verious sues in recognizing = 
power on the part of the Company to interfere with the carriage of cargoes generally, 
and goo beyond the powors granted by the original Concession to the Company, and 
srould require submission to the Powers for ratification before it ean become valid. 

7, That the proposal for lightening such tank steamers by the use of a tender would 
not remove the dangers to the general traffic caused by collision, fire, or otherwise, and 
that no meamre of precaution will be satisinctory to the ordinary traffic unless the tanks 
‘of the proposed steamers shall be completely and separately oil-tight, and so constructed 
and neranged that in the event of damage by collision, grounding, or otherwise, the bulk 
‘oil could not eieape into the waters of the Canal, and that the quantity of oil to be 
carried in any ono tank shall be strictly limited. 
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8. That provision shall in any case be made wh 

sm yc ereby the owners of a s 

fostaining damage or lows by reason of any accident to such oi toes gan at 
lemnified by them against such loss and damage, fee 


ees (Here follow signatures.) 





No. 59. 
Mesers. Russell and Arnhols to Foreign Office. — (Received January 4.) 


Sir, 17, Great Winch Si 
> 7 7, Great Winchester Street, Lowdon, January 2, 2. 
z (a elation fon letter addressed by you to us, and dated the 20th Deccaifer 1891, 
he sabject of the passaue of petroloam in bulk on the Suex Canal which appeared on 
Pao tt Times” of yesteniay's date, we beg to assure you that wo wore no partis 
es Con ae aa the interests of our clients’ and the sate navigation of 
tne Canal that publicity should havo bean given to this leer. “The contents thereof 
raadee eg nace public, an inforence might be draws from your letter that i€ no rule ix 
Tad; ay ship of commerce carrying petrlean in bulk tny demand to pasa Uhrough the 
Sg rence: oe Md upported by your previous lotter of the 2iat December, 
{201; wherein you stato the Sues Canal “have not the power to refuse admission to. the 
Wig iny class of commercial vessel complying with (the) Regulations”™ 
Biatares, Cantot accept this interpretation of tho powers. of tho Canal under their 
1. Tn relation to your statement that b i 
soeatat four staten by the existing: Rules the Suox Canal Compa 
iran ee ayes to refuse admission to the Canal to any class of uamuardlal ves a 
a avis = es sa Eegalations, a desire to observa this would have to bo read that 
ey coud ad se bal roleam steamers or ships provided that could be d 
cousiatenty with theit powers under their Charter, and will dno tegurd to the mete 
Boner macatiog and the wecurty of the Canal at ull times and in all respecta, 
he fact that no Rules exists creating distinctions or exceptions, doos not jurti 
the Canal in endowing itself with authority to make exneghioesl} Tales at i a sabe: 
tatog ad prion whieh aro contrary to the rights aud. powerx the Canal 
aa - » which would hare for effect to create « monopoly by discritni satis 
ther: Tespocts modifying the conditions of navigation, and toxt serlonly fnvelving 
estions of respon , without referring thoae Rules for sanction and approval to the 
Sablitne Porte, the Exyptian Government, and tho Maritime Powers. y ia 
emanated itd out im your letter of the tot ullimo, the Sublime Porte—trom whon 
fo aattle the aanection to the Charter of the Suez Canal Company—is the propor party 
Ractile this matter of jurisdiction, and no arrasgemonts between Your nomads Om tle 
worl a ; = and the Administration of the Canal itself can give eulidit; to Riles 
Which malate the spicit and letter of the Charter under which the anal is worked, and 
sae re gghtmary to the honest intention of every Convention hy which lt lx guarded, 
Fwhich the local rights of Ryypt nro respected and maintained eee 
Faiiy a the pote ames we ave. advsed our client to all your attontion to the 
Hof le positon, that beck the very perilous action in which the Sox 


_, We have, &e, 
(Signed) RUSSELL axp ARNHOLYZ, 
No. 00, 
Foreign Office to British Suez Canal Dire 
{Xe 8. Commercial, eed 


Fentlomen, 
if Sern Foreign Office, Janwar 
1AM dirocted by the Marquis of Salisbury to tranumit hong copy later 


inclosing a Petition respecting the carti 
tank alemerge ot Tespecting the carriage of petroleum in bulk’ om tho aes Canal in 


Tam, &e. 
(Sirmed) "TV. LISTER, 
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No. 61. 
Foreign Office to Messrs. Russell and Arnholz 


Gentlemen, Foreign Offer, January 5, 1892. 
T AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letier of the Ist instant inclosing a Petition addressed to the President-Director” and 
Directors of the Suez Canal Company respecting the carriage of petroleum in bulk on 
the Suez Canal in tank steamers. 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) TT. V. LISTER. 


———— 
No. 02. 


Foreign Office to Mesers. Russell and Arnkols. 


Gentlemen, Foreign Office, January 6, 1892. 

T AM directed by the Marquis of Salishary to acknowledge the receipt’ of your 
lotter of the 2nd instant respecting the passage of petroleum through the Suez Canal, 
and to inform you that it hus been submitted to the British Directors of the Suez Canal 
Com for their observations. 

i Tam, &, 

(Signed) T. V. LISTER. 


—— et 
No. 63. 


Foreign Office to British Suez Canal Directors. 


No. 4, Commercial.) ca 
jentlomen, Foreign Office, Jenuary 7, 1892, 

T AM directod by the Marquis of Salisbury to tranamit to you copy of a further 
letter from Messrv. Russell and Arnbolx respecting tho pasage of petroleum through 
the Suez Canal, for any obsorvations you may have to make thereon,* 

1 am, &e. 
(Signed) ‘T. V. LISTER, 


No. 4. 


British Suez Canal Directors (0 the Marquis of Salisbury.—{Received January 8.) 


‘No, 1. Commercial, Confidential.) 
ly ‘ord, a Janwary 6, 1892. 

WE have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of Sir Philip Currie’s despatch 
No, 1, Commercial, of the Ist instant, inclosing copies of letters to and from the Board 
of ‘Trade on the subject of the proposed Regulations for governing the transit of vessels 
carrying petroleum in bulk through the Suez Canal. : 5 

In compliance with your Lordship’s instructions therein contained, we have 
conferred with M. Charles'de Lesseps, on the suggestion of the Boani of ‘Trade, that 
the enptains of tank ships should give a bond to be forfeited in the event of there being 
any file statement in their declarations a: “ear 
M. Charles de Lesseps is inclined to adopt any addition to the Regulations likely 
to nouiralize danger to the Canal from this new trafic; and especially to meet the 
wishes of Her Majesty's Government in this matter, which in h paion the Company 
has done by adopting the essence, though not the actoal wording, of the recommenda 
tions of the Departmental Committee, which we laid before him a fortnight ago by 
your Lordship's orders. He, however, submitted the following arguments against the 

ion of the Board of ‘Trade, whieh appear to us so conclusive that we did not press 
introduction of any clause to give effect to it. ‘ 

M. Charles do Lesseys stated that the Company have abstained for the twenty-two 

years that the Canal has been open from enforcing observance of their Regulations by 


means of fines, 
* No.8, 
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‘The admission of a ship into the Canal is governed by a contract under which she is 
bound to obey the Regulations, 

If she infringes that contract, she is liable under common law for the offonee. 

If eventually it should be deemed necessary to resort to such a mode of insuring 
obedience to the Rules, the measure should be one of general application, and not only 
concerning the Petroleum Regulation, as there are many other cases in which infringe- 
ment of the Rules could with equal propriety be punished by fines, 

Another and stronger argument against the proposed suggestion was also advanced, 
namely, that discovery of a false declaration would only take place in the event of w 
disaster ; and in that caso the damages recoverable from the owner of the vessel would 
far exceed any amount that could be inserted in the cay itain’s bond ; and that, if the 
owners would not take the proper precautions to which the captain, as their agent, has 
to certify, in view of the enormous damage which right result font g disregard of them, 
those precautions would not be more effectively insured by the fuet of the owners being 
exposed to the Joss of the tri ing sum provided in the bow. 

We have the honour to inelose a copy of the Regalation as it was finally settled and 
passed to-day by the Council. 

Wo have the satisfaction of pointing out that we were able to obtain a further 
concession in the sense of the recommendations of the Departmental Committee to the 
effect that, instead of a mean standard flashing point of 73 dogrees Fahrenheit, that 
temperatare is to be a minimum, 

‘The two blanks mentioned in our despatch No. 10 of tho 22nd ultimo were filled in 
by passages agroed upon with Colonel Majendic: 

We have, &e, 
Gigned) "J. STOKES, 
©. RIVERS WILSON, 
1. AUSTIN LEB. 


Inclosure 1 in No, 4. 


Couraoxiz Uxivinsente pv Caxan Maurie pe SuxE 


Exrsormariox.—Taawstr rt NAvIoATION. 


ire demandant di Sransiter avee wn Chargement de Pétrole en Vrac. 


Décleration, 


IE Sonssigné commandant le navite (%) 
chargé de pétrole en vrac ot appartenant a (°) 
comme représentant du proprictaire du dit navire, que 

1. Ce navire est classé spécialement pour le transport du pétrole dans Ja 


+.A1 100 du Lloyd Anglais, 
+ @ "jy IE du Bureaa Veritas, 


2, Son chargement no comprend que du pétrole raffing, de qualité uniforme ot dont 
aucun des écliantillons pris au port d'embarquement n'a donné wn point d'inflammation 
inféricur “A 23 degrés contigrades (73 degrés Fahrenheit), cotte tompérnture Gant 
constatée conformément anx procédés d'épreuve on vase clos reconnus et pratiqués dau 
eo commerce des pétroles, comme par exemple le procédé Abel ou toute autre éreuve vn 
vase clos dune exaetitode nom inferieure. 

5 Jes seule moyens Wéclairaze, en dehors des appareils réglementaires. pour In 
navigation de nuit et des feux de mit, sont des lampes Glectriques incandescentes'et que 
toutes les installations leetriques sont faites suivant les régles du Lloyd Anglais ow il 

eritas. 

4. Le navire est muni de pompes affectées uniquement aa chargement ct au 
déchargement. du pétrole et dian débit effectif suffisant pour charger on déchargor 
300 tonnes-puids de pétrole par heure au minimum, 

@) Nom du eaptsic. 

©) Kem i ate 

0) Nom de Faroaieur. 

© Us captsine we Uansera vubsser que Tiodieaton correspondant au clesseenat du navee. 
(219) 


armateuts, déclare, 


Catégorie (4) { 
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5. Aucune des citernes du navire n'est d'une espacité su 
jauge (tonnes de 283 métres cubes ou de 100 pieds eubes Anglais) et me peut déverser 
son contenu dans une autre citerne par aucune ouverture ou solution de continuité des 

is, 

G. Aucune des citernes n'est placé immédiatement & Vavant ni imm 
Yarridee du navire. 

7. Lrespace réservé aux citernes de pétrole est complitement séparé de T'avant et de 
Vartidre du navire par des cloisons doubles étanches formant des espaces entitrement 
remplis dean, 

oO 


o 


Inclosure 2 in No, 64. 


Comrsoym Uxrvensniix ov Caxyan Manrroee pe Suez. 


Exrrorrarion.—Tuaxsrr ur Naviaarto 


Navire demandant & transiter aprés avoir transporté un Chargement de Péirole en Vrac. 


Déclaration, 


JE Soussigné (), commandant le navire (*) 
appartenent & (>) farmateurs déclaro, comme représentant lo 
ropriétairo da dit navire, que postériouroment au déchargement do In dlernitro cargaison 
Re pétrole du navire, toutes Tes opérations de nottoyage ou autres nécessaires pour éviter 
la présonee Maucunes vapours de pétrole dans Tex citernes ou danx toute autre partic da 
naviro ont été faltes. 
rk) 


Inclosure # in No. 64, 


Comracyte Usiverseune pv Cayat Marrenin pm Scxa 


Exrrornarion. 


iglement procivoire pour le Transit dee Navires chargés de Péirole en Vrac applicable 4 
partir du 1" Juillet, 1802. 


Annese au Raglement de Navigation. 


ARTICLE 1”, Tout navite chargé de pétrole cn vruc, qui se présentera devant Pun 
1 ports dentrée du Canal, devea aussitdt ec fairo reconnaltre en hissant an mit de 

Tareiere an des signaux indiqués ci-apeds et qu’il dovra conserver pendant toute Ia 
durée de son transit. 

Le navire qui sintionnera dans le port sera isolé au moyen de pannes flottantes, 

‘Art, 2, Avant Wobtonir Pentrée dans le Canal, le capitaine devra faire déclaration :— 

1, Que son naviro ext classé spécialoment pour le transport du pétrole dans la 
catégoric - A1 100 du Lloyd Anglais, ou dans la catégorie +@ "fs I du Bureau 
Veritas 


Nom da port entege dans le Copal. 
46) Date de ta déclaration. 
2) Signature dn expitaine 


NM) Nom 
) Date de Ia declaration. 
(©) Bigaatace da eapitaine. 
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2, Que son chargement ne comprend que du pétrole raffing, de qualite uniforme, ef 
ont aucun des échantillons, pris au port d’embarquement, ria donné un point 
@infammation inférieur 2 23 dogrés centigrades (73 degrés Fabrenbeit), cette 
température étant constatée conformément aux procédés d'épreuve en vase clos reconnus 
et pratiqués dans le commerce des pétrales, comme par exemple le procédé Abel ou toute 
autre épreuve en vase clos d'une exnetitude non inférieure ; 

‘Quo ses souls moyens déelairage, en dchors des appareils réglementaires pour Ta 
navigation de nuit et des feux de mit, sont des lampes Alectriques incandescontes et que 
toutes les installations Aectriques sont faites suivant les régles du Lloyd Anglais ov du 
Veritas ; 

4. Qu’il est muni de pompes affectés uniquement au chargement et au déchargomont 
du pétrole et d'un debit effectif suffisant pour charger ou décharger 00 tonnes-poids de 
pétrole par heure au minimum ; 

5. Qu’aucune des citernes du navire n'est d'une capacité supérioure 4 200 tonnes de 
jauge (tonnes de 283 métres cubes on de 100 pieds eubes Anglais), et ne peut déverser 
son contenu dans une autre citerne par aucune ouverture ou solution de continuité des 
parois 5 
6. Qu'aucune des citernes n'est placée immédiatoment A avant ni immédiatement & 
Yarridre du navi 

‘Que Vespace riservé aux citernes do pétrole est complétemont séparé de Vavant 
et de Varriére du navire par des cloisons doubles (tanches formant des expaces entidrement 
remplis dean. 

Art. 3. Tout navire chargé de pétrole en yrae devra x0 faire convoyer, pendant 
toute la duréo de son transit, par un remorqueur-citorne aménagé en vue de Vallégemont 
rapide et immédiat du navire on cas d’éhouage. 

La Compagnie se réserve Papprouver, an préalable, 1o type ot ley dimensions de ce 
remorqueur qui devra dailleurs se soumettre i toutes lon prescriptions du § & do 
VArticle 12 du Raglement de Navigation. 

La Companie aara un remorquenrciterne qu'elle mettra a la disposition doa nnvires 
chargés de petrole en rac, transitant lo Canal, qui lui en foront lademande. La location 
sera faite conformément aux dispositions du § % de Article 12 du Rigloment do 
Navigation relatives au convoyage par un remorquour de premidre classe. 

Art. 4. Pendant toute la durée du transit, le eapitaine seta teu de velller i ee que, 
sur son bord, nul ne fume ni n’ait sur sa personne anean moyen dobtenir du feu, 

Art. 5, ‘Le navite qui, aprés avoir transporté un chargemont de pétrole en. vrnc, 
Capitaine devra fairo déclaration qu'il a fait toutes lea opérations de netioyage ou nutres 
nécessaires pour éviter la présence d'aucunes vapours de pétrole dans les citernes ou d 
toute autre partie du navire, 

Art. 6, Toutes les prescriptions du Riglement de Navigation et de sos annexes 
non contrairen aux clausca du présent Raglement restent applicables. 

Lo Prisident-Directour, 
(Bigné) FERD. DE LESSEPS, 

Paris, te 5 Jonvier, 18 


Signawz de Reconnaissance pour les Novires transportant le Pétrole en Vrac. 


De jour—Un pavillon rouge surmontant une boule. 
De axit—Un feu blane entro deux foux rouges. 


No, 65. 
British Sues Canal Directors to Foreign Office—(Received January 19.) 


No. 2. Comtnereial.) 
ir, Paris, January 9, 1892. 
WE beg to return to you herewith the letter from Mr. Buckwell respecting the 
sage of petroleumetank ships through the Suez Canal, inclosed in your despateh 
11, Commercial, of the 31st ultimo. 





we have perused this communication, but do not consider that it ealls for any 
We are, &c. 
(Signed) J. STOKES. 
H. AUSTIN LEE. 


ee ee 


British Suex Canal Directors to the Marquis of Solisbury.—(Received January 16.) 
ae 24. Commercial.) 
ly Lot 


ord, Paris, Jenwar , 1892. 
WE have the honour to call your Lordship's attention to. an mite in eve 
Economixt” of the Oth instant, of which a copy is inclosed, with reward to the passage of 
Petroleum tank-ships through the Suez Canal, al 4 
We have, &e, 
(Signed) "J. STOKES, 
©, RIVERS WILSON. 
H, AUSTIN LEE. 
—SS 
Inclosure in No, 65°, 


Estract from the * Beonomixt" of Janwary 9, 189%. 


in eo mMoLHtA 1x BULK AxD tHE SuKF CAXAT.<—Thowe whose Interests are bound up 
in the caso-oil trade are showing signs of no little disquictude, and not, it mmwy 
bo admitted, without reason. ‘Tho American oil producers, the Welsh ivakors of 
tin plates oll carriers, and financiers everywhers, have all caus for anxiety. For thelr 
trade to tho Hast Is in danger, und the petroleum trade is especially a trade to the Test 

There is, it is true, a largo and inereaxing demand for tho ofl in mont countriew; but it fe 
in the East, whore gas is unknown and the easily melting candle is ont of the question, that 
petroleum as nn illuminant is miost inquired for. Already, o i is said, there are annually 
Tequired, in order to meet this Eastern demand, upwards of 85,000,000 cases, of a value, 
of 7,000,0001., or thereabouts, and it may well be supposed that the interests involved ti 
‘much a trade are wide, The Miavplate workers ara largely interested, acing thatthe oil is 
shipped in tin cases. Tho wells or ficlds at Batoum and Bakt, aa well as io the 
United States, rely on Walon for tho material for eases, though, roganis the United 
States, tho protective duty recently instituted th. an appareutly hopeless attempt to 

renege hone industry, has no doubt of late interfored with our British exports 

Formerly the Amorican inde to the East was mxinly carried on by the satinal 
sailing-vossela, but of late yoars British ship.ow have been keen competitors. 

‘The case-oil trade go » in fact, of considerable importance to a ship-owning 
community, and such shipeowners, like the tineplato makers, cannot view with equanimit 
tho prospect of its diversion into tiew and altogether diferent channels. Thank indeod 
Har teit, vigorous efforts to stille such w diversion before ite iuception, the public 
hhave recently boon made protty well acquainted with the secret of thelt fears, 

The new scheme ix'one of singular boldness and great magnitade. Whether it be 
truo, a its opponents insinuate, that it is. purely of Hebrew inspiration, we are not 
Goncerned to inquire, nor does it appear why auch a circumstance should count against 1 
If however, the thet be as soggested, there i8 reason the more to beliove that acthion 
Will be spared or left unulone to sccuro for tho trade the extraordinary commercial wees, 
which ix prophosied for it, If plc an elomont of success, the scheme certainly 
eos full of ino. For instead of sending out cargoes of oil in eases costly to make 
sais to hi ie, eany to Se dasnaged, and als r i 

o ship the commodity in tank-steamers vii the Suez Canal, and to discharge it where 
the demand is greatest into reservoirs, from which it can be ‘readily supplied Sen ie: 
A lange number of capacious reservoirs are to be installed, and large fleet of special 
constructed tank-steamers ix being built in which to ship the oil from the petroleum ports 
of tho Black Sea littoral, thus putting the American trade altogether oat of the raat 
There is, of courte, nothing new in the idea of tank-stoamors, of which there 
7 ,belicro, already a good many in work. "The novelty as it strikes us is tathet 
in the taking of the oil through the Caual, and disposing of it fn the manner, and on the 
large ‘seale contemplated, and in this the promoters have sceured the’ paramore 
advantage of u good start, Till now it seams to have been accepted that tank-steames 
prould, not be allowed through the Cann}, and oven if they had ‘been eo allen 
it is dificult to see what an occasional steamer could, on arrival at her desinain 


y 
d, 


prone to leak, the promoters intend 


ation, 
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do there with a bulk cargo. Consequently the oil, whether from the Black Sea or from 
the States, has been carried in eases, through the Canal, if from the former, and for the 
most part round the Capo in sailing-vesscls, if from the latter. All this, we are told, ix 
to be altered, and if the sanguine anticipations of the promoters are to be realized, the 
Eastern case-oil trade must needs become obsolete. It looks, indeed, very much ns 
if the tank-steamer were destined to do for the caso trade what Stevenson's locomotive 
did for the coaching industry—an industry undoubtedly then deserving of the utmost 
sympathy, albeit it was, perhaps, not over particular in its methods of opposition to the 
new order of things. Amongst other arguments used, it was, ax we remember reading, 
gravely alleged that the smoke from the Rockets and Puffing Billies would be death to 
every ‘Lisa Shishi encountered Yeo to-day the tin-plate workers and the oil-earrying 
shipowners bave striven their utmost to persuade the Government, the country, and’ th 
Suez Canal authorities that tho passage of tank-steamers through the Canal will 
be a blunder and disaster of the first magnitude. For the tin-plate workers we fecl 
sympathy, For them and their friends the outlook is very discouraging, and in a 
Memorial to Lord Salisbury they say so, like men, They frankly avow that a perilous 
and precarious” system of ‘bulk transit threatens to extinguish a large section of their 
industry, and they ontreat the aid of Hor Majesty's Government to avert this injury. It 
in trno that they also advance various forms of the bird-in-tho-smoke style of argument, 
but that it is, after all, the tin-plate indastry about which they are exercised they do not 
attempt to disguive. tase 

‘Tho oil-careying ship-owners, on the other hand, in a somewhat hysterical petition to 
the Canal Company, put out of sight altogether tho personal motive whieh everybody 
Knows has ingpleed their patriotic foreours and thei’ petition in which they severely 
lecture the Company, would make it appear that the memorialists are actuated merely wy 
tho dosire ax ship-owncrs to disintercstedly perform a public duty. It is, indood, 
serpin 40 find amongat them two of three fm who He might Live been rupposed 
would certainly not have been willing to lond their names to such an enterprise. What 
the petitioners object to is that the Canal Compar i should make ules permi the 
passage of tank-steamers. The Company must at all costs tread on the gathers of the 
few scheme, Becatse, forsootl, though the memotialists are very carfel not 10 say 10, 
the vessels which they jat ‘now employ in carrying ease oil will have, if oil be 
‘carried in bulk, to find occupation in some other branch of the carrying trade. Had 1 

cious memorial heen sigued by Companion such as the Poniwlar and Oriental or the 

Frish Inile, which ara uaderatoed to bo thal own undererlery By mall and pesteuper 
ines making’ regular uw of the Canal, or by the underwriters largely interested 
safety, there might ave been reason to suppose that this talk of danger to tho Cana} 
the country, and fo commerce generally had something to bo said for it, We ate not 
‘experts any more than, for that matter, aro the mewmorialists, but until we find the 
tcheme opposed by s0ch persons ox thon last nintioned| we’ shall dseling sare 
ourselves on the subject. So far ax acceding to the prayer of the momorialists {i 
conceraed, tho Canal authorities have already Knockod the bottom ont of their petition in 
4 manner that must np Joubt have conlderiby astonished them. Tow letter fom the 
Foreign Office the writer on bebalf of Lord Salisbury delivers himself thusi—"T aim to 
observe that if your contention that the Sucx Canal Company are exceeding their powers 
by-making Roles, as proposed, for regulating the passage of such vessels trough the 
Canal wore to prevail, petroleum in bulk ships would pass through the Canal without any 

lation whatever, to the possible danger of the Canal and the shipping in it.” From 
which it may be inferred that the memorialists have been living a fool's paradise. The 
Canal people have, it would appear, no right to prohibit the passage of these steamers 
trough tue Casal al ol, and’ porseal of theif Regulations leaves 4t to" eur tated 
matter of some doubt whether they have the power even to impose exceptional conditions 
on the trafic. "The Canal appears to be avaiable (o any vessel whatever, which, has not 
a draught than 25%, Tin. Evidently a different impression has been current, 
and it is possible that the Company, rather than allow the passage of all sorts of 
rattletraps calling themselves tank-steamers, has encouraged such an impression, of it 
may eren have given more definite colour to the latter by its reception of an application 
to which the Company's “No" has been taken for an answer, However this may be, 
and whatever the powers of the Company, it eaunot be doubted that the Canal authort 
are quite strong enough to place serious difficulties in the way of unfit vessels. And in 
the present ease itis evident that they have for the general safety determined to apply 
conditions to which the promoters of the new scheme have fonvd it wise lo matey, 
which conditions, as it turns oat, the case-cil trade and carriers have in their misdirected 
zeal oe moving heaven and earth to get annull 
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Tneidentally, it may be observed that one effect of the new departure will not 
improbably be an increase in the shipments of seeds and oil from the East to this 
country, seeing that an unlimited supply of a low-priced mineral oil will release from 
local requirements native oil and ofl stuffs for which a good'price will be obtainable in 
this country. This, however, will not help the tinplate trade. As for the shipowners 
who carry the ease oil, they will doubtless find some fresh field for their resources. Tn 
any cate, their recent experience in the réle of memorialists will presumably neither be 
thrown away upon themselves, nor altogether without instruction to other people. 





No. 68, 
Board of Trade to Forrign Office. —(Received January 16.) 


Sir, Board of Trade, London, January 15, 1892, 

I AM directed by the Board of ‘Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the th instant, inclosing copies of the Regulations, as finally passed, regulating the 
y of petroleum-tank steamers through the Suez Canal. 

he Board would be glad to learn whether, in the opinion of the Marquis of 
Sallsbary, there would be any objection to a copy of the Regulations being sent to the 
Committee of Lloyd's, and published in the * Board of Trade Journal.” 
‘The inclowure in your letter is herein returned. 
Thave, &. 
(Signed) "GEORGE J. SWANSTON, 


No. 67. 
British Suex Canal Directors to the Marquis of Salisbury,—(Received January 20.) 


(No. 3. Commercial, Confidential.) 
ly Lord, London, January 12, 1802. 

WEE have the honour to acknowledge the, receipt of Sir Philip Currie’s despatch 
No. 2, Conimercial, of the Tat, and Sir? Lister's No, 3, Commercial, of the Sth instant, 
transmitting, for our information, further correspondence on the passage of petroleum 
in bulk through the Suez Canal. 

aoA¥ith reference to, the Petition sgued by a lange body of ship-owners, wo have the 
hofiour to observe that it i4 marked by the same confusion of ideas which has prevailed 
throughout the letters of Messrs. Russell and Arnholz on this subject. Tt would bo 
dificult to understand how so large a body of intelligent, practical men of business could 
ase signed such a document; did one not know how such signatures are obtained, and 
that in all probability the Petition was not studied, but signed on a general repre- 
sentation as to the damage whieh would euane to the interests of the parties concerned, 

‘We venture to indicate the errors and inconsistencies of the Petition. 

Paragenph 1 maintains that the exceptional traffic should not be permitted unless 
the ontinnry traffic ean be secured against all riaks attendant upon it. 

Paragraph 2 urges that any accident to a vessel carrying petroleum in bulk would 
involve disastrous consequences, aid that appears to he recognized by the proposed 
Regulations requiring that such lank vessels sball be accompanied by a tender. 

Paragraph 3 representa that the proposed Regulations are beyond the power 
geanted in the original Concession. 

Paragraphs 4 and % rest upon imperfect information, and being direoted against 
provisions not contained in the Regulations, it ix not necessary to summarize ther. 

Parwgraph 6 protests against the right of the Company to distinguish betwoo 
sifforent eores of ‘petroleum, 

ipl 7 avers that the Rule requiring a tank ship to be aceompanted by a tender 
would not remove the dangers from collision, fre, &e 

‘Thus, whilst paragraph 1 demands that the ordinary traffic shall be protected, 
Dareutap 3 denis the right ofthe Company to prove mck protection, and paragraph 6 
protests against the Company allowing only refined oil of a certain standard to pass 
through the Canal, it being well kuown that danger only arises when erude oil or oil of 
low Mlashinge point is carried, The objection to a tender accompanying a tank vessel 
shown how ule the petitioners have stadied the matter, 

‘The only real danger to the Canal and shipping frequenting it would arise from 
tank vessel taking the ground so Keavily as fo require lightening. In such cises 
ordinary vessels are got off hy discharging cargo into barges, but such a process in the 
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‘ease of petroleum would Iead to the oil escaping on to the surface of the water, where it 
might fake fire, as las happened in certain cases. To guard against such a danger 
‘every tank vessel must have a tender expressly constructed to receive the oil without any 
escape on to the Canal surface. 

"The cighth paragraph demands a provision in the Regulations which the Canal 
Company certainly has not the power to enact, but the gencral !aw of all nations provides 
sufficiently for the case. 

‘Messrs. Russell and Amholz will probably be able to recognize that this matter has 
been thoroughly investigated by the British Directors, and we are convinced that the 
Regulations now drawn wp, while removing the restrictions hitherto existing upon an 
important and increasing trade with India ond the East, generally are quite suffic to 
protect the interests which those gentlemen are anxious to defend. 

We have, &e. 
(Signed) "J. STOKES. 
HL AUSTIN LEE, 


No. 68, 


Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 


Sir, Foreign Office, January 20, 1892. 
IN reply to your lotter of the 15th instant, I am directed by the Marquis of 
Salisbury to request you to inform the Board of Trade that his Lordship does not seo 
any objection to the publication in the “ Board of Trade Journal,” or to the communica- 
tion to the Committee of Lloyd, of the Regulations adopted by the Suez Canal 

Company for governing the passage of petroloum-tank ships through the Bucs Canal, 
‘wo copies of the “Ragloment™ and the declarations to be made by captains of 

vessels are inclosed for the use of the Board.* 
Lam, &e, 
(Signed) 'T, V, LISTER, 


No, 69, 
British Sve= Canal Directors to the Marquis of Salisbury. —(Received January 21.) 


No.4. Commercial. Confidential.) 
iy Lord, London, January 18, 189%, 

WE have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of Sir T, Listor’a despatch No. 4, 
Commercial, of tho 7th instant, forwarding, for our obsorvations, a further letter {ro1 
Messrs. Raisell and Arnbolz, dated the 2nd instant, on the petroloumetank vessels 
question. 

Mossrs, Ruwell and Arnholz contest the position taken up, that the Suez Canal 
Company. “have not the power to refuse admission to the Canal 46 auy class of commere 
Gil vessel complying with the Rogulations." Article 14 of the Concession of the Sth 
January, 1856, is very precise upon this point; it runs thus :— 

Nous déclarons soleunellement, pour nous et nos successcurs, sous In reserve de Ja 
Tatification de Sa Majesté Impériale fe Sultan, le Grand Canal Maritime de Suex 4 Peluso 
ct les ports en dépendant, ouverts & toujours, comm neutres, & tout navire de 
commerte traversant d'une mer & Vautre, sans aucune distinction, exclusion, ni préférence 
do personnes ou de nationalités, moyennant le payement des droits et Lexteution des Ragle: 
ments dablis par la Compagnie Universelle, concessionnaire pour Pusage du dit Canal et 

dances.” 

‘Phis Article was maintained intact by the Convention betwoen the Khedive Temail 
Pasha and M. B. de Lesseps, dated the 29nd Fobruary, 1866, which wns accepted by the 
Saltan, and with the Acts of Concession fonning. a intgial past of i, received Hk 
Majesty's sovereign authorization in the Imperial Firman of the 19th March, 1866, 

‘These Acts do not limit in any way the power of the Company to make Regulations, 
or do they, or any other document, prescribe to the Company that they must have 
“due to the safety of general navigation and the security of the Canal at all times 
and in all respects.” : 

‘On the other hand, the Company have the right to make such Regulations as they 

© No 64. 
(210) N 
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think proper. It is trae that they have nover exercised an inquisitorial power as to the 
nature of the cargoes carried, but there is nothing in the Concession to prohibit their 
doing so, under one condition, that the power is not exercised as against one flag only. 
So long as all flags are treated alike, the Company has the right to discriminate between 
dangerous and safe cargoes. 

‘This right they are now exercising in the matter of the petroleum-tank vessels, 

‘The fuct that for twenty-two years the Company has not endeavoured to exorcise 
any inquisitorial power into ordinary cargoes justifies the expression of our confidence 
that their present action will not be made a precedent for doing so in the future. 

‘The presence on the Council of Administration of seven members, representing the 

ping and mercantile interests of this country is a strong guarantee against any preja- 
dicial measure of this kind. 

Messrs. Rassell and Arubolz seem to consider that the present action of the Canal 
Company is opposed to the Charters and Conventions which govern their powers. We 
have endeavoured to show that their contention is a wrong one. ‘The only passage in the 
pablio documonts which gives a shadow of right to their arguments in favour of refer- 
ring this matter to the Sublime Porte is the Declaration of the Ottoman Delegates at 
the final sitting of the International ‘Tonnage Commission at Constantinople in 1873, 
which was as follows :— 

uetne modification ne pourra dtre apportée & l'avenir aux conditions de transit, 
soit on co qui concerne les droits de navigation soit on co qui concerne les droits do 
remorquage, danerage, de pilotago, &e., qu'avee l'assontiment de Ia Sublime Porte, qui, 
da son e6té, s'entendra. h cs snjet aves los principales. Puissances intéressées avant de 
prendre aucune d(termination,” 

‘The International ‘Tonnage Commission was assembled to decide matters connected 
with the lovying of the Suez Canal dues , no question of interfering with the powers of 
tho Canal Company to enact Regulations was ever brought forward in the long and 
<ificult discussions of that body, and the modifietion of the conditions of tennait above 
quoted referred simply to the conditions affected by payment of ducs, as is, indeed, 
oxpromly stated in the above passage. 

In conclusion, wo have the honour to point out that tho Statutes of the Company, 
which aro made an integral part of the Convention of the 92nd Februar, thus 
received the formal sanction of the Saltan, confer on the Managing Committes of the 
Council of tho Company full power to make and enforce all the Regulations 

Their reference to the Finance Committec, and their enactment by the whole 
Council of Administration is therefore m voluntary extension by M. de Lewmeps of the 
guarantees for thoir ailiciency. ‘Their subminion’ to the Sublime Parte, the Egyptian 
Government, and the Maritime Powers is nowhere stipulated for. 

‘Thoro is one point in Messrs. Russell and Arnholz’ letter which we ought perhaps to 
refer to, though we have wished, in considering this matter, to exclude our personal 
position. They speak of nominees of Her Majesty's Government on the Suez Canal 

joard, and the Administration of the Canal itself, ax of no validity in determining Rules 
which violate the spirit and letter of the Chartor ‘under whieh the Canal Is worked, and 
which are eatzary to the hone intention of every Convention by which itis guarded, 
and by mhih the local right of Bgypt aro respected and maintained. 

‘e havo the honour to remark upon this: (1) that, aa above shown, neither the 
spirit nor the letter of the said Convention have been violated; and (2) that we have in 
this mattor only so far intervened a» directed by your Lordship with a view to reducing, 
as far as possible, any risk attendant on the passage of petroloum-tank ships through the 
Cal . 

‘hese instructions appoar to us to have sprung from a desire ou the part of Her 
Majesty's Government to (satisfy the desires of those interested in the trade through the 
Canal. Ax far ax we aro aware, the first application of the kind was from Lloyd's under 
writers, who expressed tho hope that proper Regulations should he framed to safeguard 
the interests of tho general tmde, ‘The nominces of Her Majesty's Gorerument have 
taken no personal action in the matter. 

We have, &. 


(Signed) J. STOKES. 
ee H. AUSTIN LEE. 


a7 


No. 70. 


+ Egerton to the Marquis of Salishury—(Received January 21.) 


(No. 20, 
My Lord, 


Paris, January 20, 1892. 


T HAVE the honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship copy of @ note I have 
received from the President of the Suez Canal Company, inclosing copies of the 


provisional Regulation for the na 


tion in the Canal of ships loaded with petroleum in 


tanks, together with copies of the declarations to be signed hy eaptains of vessels wishing 
to pass through, carrying, or having carried, a cargo of that description, 


T have, &e, 


(Signed) EDWIN H. EGERTON. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 70. 


‘Suez Canal Company to Mr. Egerton, 


M. le Ministre, 


Paris, le 16 Janvier, 1899. 


__ J'AI Vhouncur de vous transmettre, afin que vous puissies les communiquer A votre 
frouvernement, deux exemplaires du Raglement provisoire concernant la navigation dans 
Je Canal des navires chargés de pétrols en yrac, 


Je joins A cette communication deux ¢xemplai 


de chacune des déclarations 


‘FLaursient a signer, aux termes du Raglement.provisoire, len capitaines des navires qui 
omanderaient A transiter, soit avec un ehargomont do pétrole en yrac, volt. apres nvoir 


transporté un chargement de cette nature. 


Veuiler, & 
(Pour le Président 
[Signature 


—_—_——_____ 


Inclosure 2 


Cowraosre Untvanenue py Caxan 
pr Sure, 


Exriorranson. 


Riglement  provisoire pour te ‘Trait des 
Weasves chergde de Herole ou roe “apple 
cable & partir du 1 Juillet, 18% 


Anneze aw Riglement de Navigation. 


ARTICLE 1°, Tout navire chargé de 
étrole en vac, qui se présentera devant 
Nan des ports ‘d'entrée da Canal, dovra 
aussitdt se faite reconnaitre en hissant at 
mit de Varridre un des signaux indiqués 
claprés et quill devra conserver pendant 
toute la durée do son transit, 

Le navire qui stationnera dans le port 
‘sera isolé au moyen de pannes flottantes, 


Art. 2. Avant d’obtenir ontrée dans le 
Canal le capitaine devra faire déclara. 
tion — 

1. Que son navire est classé spécialement 
pour Te transport du pétrole dans In eaté- 
otis + AT 200 du Lloyd Anais, ov dans 

ie + ©"), TI du Bureau Veritas, 

2% Que son chargement ne comprend 


in No. 70. 


Suez Mamrom Cavan Uxrvensan 
Comraxr. 


Worxixe Deranrweyr. 


Provisional Regulations for the Transit of 
Shipe Inden with Petroleum Oil in Bulk, 
applicable from anil after July 1, 1892, 


Appenttiz to the Regulations for Navigation. 


ARTICLE 1. Any ship Inden with petro 
Teurn ofl in, bulk all, on arriving before 
any port of access to the Canal, at once 
make herself known by flying at the mizon 
‘one of tho signals hereafter described, 
which shall remain flying daring tho whole 
of hor transit, 

Whenever any such ship makes any stay 
in port, she will be isolated by means of 
floating booms, 3 

Art. 2. Before obtaining entrance into 
the Canal, the eaptain shall make a doclara. 
tion to the following effet 

1. ‘That his ship is specially classed for 
the earriage of petroleum oil in. bulk ta 
class + Al 100 at Moya’'s in London, or in 
class +@*/, IT in the Bureau Verita: a 

2 ‘That her cargo comprises refined 
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que du pétrole railing, de qualité uniforme, 
et dont aucun des échantillons, pris au port 
@embarquement, n'a donné un point d'in- 
flammation inférieur 28 degrés eentigrades 
(73 degrés Fahrenheit), cette température 
étant constatée conformément anx procédés 
dépreuve en vase clos reconnus et pratiqués 
dans le commerce des pétroles, comme par 
exemple le procédé Abel ou toute autre 
Gpreuve en vase clos d'une exactitude non 
inférieure. 

3. Que ses souls moyens d’clairage, en 
dehors des appareils réglementaires pour la 
navigation de nuit et des feux de mit, sont 
des lampes Aectriques ineandescentes, et 
que toutes les installations électriques sont 
faites suivant les Régles du Lloyd Anglais 
ow du Veritas. 

4. Quil est muni de pompes affectées 
uniquement au chargement et au décharge- 
ment du pétrole et dun débit effectif 
suflisant pour charger ou décharger 00 
tonnes-poids de pétrole par heure au mini- 
mum. 

5. Quiaucune des citerhes du navire n'est 
une capacité supérieure & 200 tonnes de 
Jauuge (tonves de 83 métres cubes ou de 
100 pods cubes Anglais), ot no pent 
<dévorser non contenu dans une autre citene 
par aucune ouverture ou solution de con- 
tinuité don parois, 

6. Qu’ancuno des citornes n'est placée 
immédiatement & Yavant ni immédiatemeut 
A Varridve du navire, 

7. Quo Texpace résorré nux citemes de 
pétrole ext complitement séparé de Vavant 
et do Parridre duu navire par des eloisons 
doubles étanches formant des expaces 
cutidrement remplis d'eau. 

Art. 8. Tout navite chargé de pétrole en 
vine devra xe faire conveyer, pondant toute 
Ja dure de son transit, par tn remorqueur- 
citorne aménagé en vue de Vallégement 
rapide et immédiat du navire en cas 
Aéchonage, 

Ta Compaunie so réserve d'approuver, 
au préalable, le type et lex dimensions de 
co remorqneur, qui devra, d'ailleurs, se 
roumettre routes lex preseriptions da 

5 de V'Article 12 dn Ragloment de 

Navigation. 

La Compagnie aura un remorqueur- 
citerne qu’elle mettra a Ia disposition des 
navire oaeges de pétrole en vrac, transi 
tant Ie Canal, dont les capitaines Tui en 
foraient Ia demande, La location sera faite 
conformément aux dispositions du § 3 de 
FArticle 12 du Réglement de Navigation 
Yelatives au convoyage par un remorqueur 
de premiére classe. 

Art. 4, Pendant toute Ia durée du 
transit le capitaine sera tenu de veiller i 
0 que, sur son bord, nul ne fume ni n'ait 


petroleum oil only, of a uniform quality, 
no sample of which, taken at the port of 
loading, shall have given a flashing point 
below 23 degrees centigrade (73 degrees 
of Fabrenheit’s thermometer), this tem- 
perature having been ascertained conform- 
ably with such process of close test as may 
be recognized and made use of in the 
petroleum oil trade, as for instance the 
Abel test or any other close test of a not 
lesser degree of accuracy. 

3. ‘That her sole means of lighting, 
excepting the regulation apparatus for 
night transit and her mast 
electric incandescent lamps, 
her electrical installations are in accordance 


with the Rules of Lloyil’s or Veritas. 


4. That the ahip is provided with pumps 
intended solely for the loading and unload 
ing of petroleum oil, and having an effective 
pumping capacity of 200 tone weight of 
oil per hour at a minimum, 


%. ‘That no single tank in a ship has 
a eubie eapacity greater than 200 tons 
measurement (reing tons of 283 eubie 
metres, or 100 eubic feet English), nor 
ean discharge ite contents into any adjoin. 
ing tank through any aperture or want of 
continuity whatover of ite walls, 

6. That no tank ix placed either in the 
bows or ntern of the ship. 


‘That the portion of the ship occupied 
by the tanks is complotely separated from 
‘the forward and after parts by double oile 
tight bulkheads forming spaces wholly filled 
with water. 

‘Art, 3, Any ship Inden with petroleum 
oll in bulk mast be convoyed, during the 
whole of her transit through the Canal, by 
a tank-tug constructed with a view to’the 
rapid and immediate lightening of the chip 
in the caso of grounding. 

‘The Company reserve the right of 
approving beforoband the type and the 
dimensions of this tug, which shall, more- 
over, conform to all the provisions of § 5 
of Article 12 of the Regulations for Navi 
gation, 

The Company have 2 tanketug which 
they will place at the disposal of vessels 
aden with. petroleum in bulk passing 
through the Canal whose eaptains may ask 
for it; The hago for re will be in 
accordance with the provisions of § 3 of 
Article 12 of the Regulations for Naviga- 
tion relating to convoying by a first-class 
tug, 

‘Art. 4, Daring the whole of the transit 
through the Canal the captain sball take 
cate tbat no one on bosrd shall smoke nor 


fur s4 personne aucun moyen d'obtenir du 
fen. 

Art. 5. Le navire qui, aprés avoir 
transporte un chargement de pétrole en 
vrac, transiterait vide de pétrole, ne sera 
PAs soumis aux prescriptions qui précddent, 
mais son capitaine devra faire déclaration 
qu'il a fait toutes les opérations de Invage, 
nettoyage, ou autres, nécessaires pour éviter 
la présence d’aucunes vapeurs, de pétrole 
dans les citernes ou dans toute autre partie 
da navire. 


Art. 6, Toutes les prescriptions du Ragle- 
ment de Navigation et de ses Annexes, non 
contraires aux clauses du présent Rigle- 
ment, restent applicables. 


Le Prinidont-Directour, 
(Signé)  FERD. DE LESSEPS. 


Paris, le 5 Janvier, 1892. 


Signauz de reconnaisxance pour lee Navives 
transportant Je Pétrole en Vrac, 
De jour: Un pavillon rougo surmontant 
tune boule, 
De nuit: Un fou blano entre deux foux 
rouges. 
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hare about the person any. means of 
obtaining a light, 

Art. 5. Any ship which, after having 
carried a cargo of petroleum oil in bull, 
may require to go through the Canal empty 
of oil shall not be subject to the provisions 
of these provisional Regulations; but her 
captain shall make n declaration to the 
effect that he lis carried out all operations 
of cleansing, cleaning, or others, necessary 
fo avoid the presence of any vapour from. 
petroleum oil in the tanks or in any other 
part of the ship. 

Art. 6. All the provisions of the Regula- 
tions for Navigation and any Appendix 
thereta, not contrary to the provisions of 
these provisional Regulations, remain ap- 


plicable. 
(Signed) PERD. DE LESSEPS, 
Peusident-Director, 
Paris, January 5, 1392, 


Signale to bo shown by Ships carrying 
Petrolewn Oil in Bulk, 


By day: A rei! flag above one ball. 


By night: A white light between two 
rod ones, : 


— 
Tnolosure 3 in No, 70. 


Comracxix Usivensrtie ov Caxat 
MancrEan ve SvRe, 


ExrvorraTi0y.—Thaxstr er NAVIGATION, 


Navire demandant & transiter 
transport un Chargement de 
Frac. 


Déelaration 


JE Soussigné (' 
codeabenatbe so ire © ‘ 
appartenant i (") , amateurs, 
déclare, comme représentant des proprié 
tajres du dit navire,que postéricurement au 
Agchargement de Ia dernitre cargaison de 

trole du nayire, toutes les opérations de 
lavage, nettoyage, om autres, nécessaires 
pour éviter la présence d'aueunes vapours 
de pétrole dans les citernes ou dans toute 
autre partic du navire ont été faites, 

“ 


1) Nom d psig 
ao 
9) No dos cruners 

19 Boa a wrens dest Cm 
(3 Due eas 

1 Beare de opiace 

pw) 


‘Scez Manerore Caxan Unrvensat, 
‘Comraxy. 


Wonxrxso Deraencen.—Dnaverr ax 
Naviaarion. 


Ship requiring t0 90 through the Canal after 
having carried a Cargo of Petroleum Oil 
in Bulk, 


Drelaration, 
I, THE Undersigned ('), . 
contmanding the sifp (}) ‘ 
belonging to (") owner 
hereby declare, on. behalf of the snl 
owners, that vines the sid ship last dis- 
charged s cargo of peteoleam oif all oper. 
tions of cleansing, cleaning, or others 
necessary to avoid tho presence of any 
vapour from petroleum oil in the tanks, o¢ 
in any other part of the ship, hare been 
duly carried out, 
» the (8), 


Commanding officer, 


0 Rese gamle. 
z 

Sas et ee 

ae pa sain te Coa, 

§) Daca deine 

Sete kg er, 
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Tnelosure 4 in No. 70. 


Couraosie Ustverseune pv Cavan 
Manrmnre ve Sez. 


Exprormartoy.—Trastr er NaviGartos. 


Nacire demandant i transiter avec wn Charge~ 
ment de Pétrole en Vrac. 


Déelaration. 


TE Soussigné (' : 
commantant le nai () 5 
chargé de pétrole en vac et appartenant 
ayy , armatours, 
déclare, comme représontant des proprié- 
tairos du dit navire, que =— 

1, Ce navire eat classé spécinloment pour 
lo transport du pétrole dans 
+ AL 100 du Lloyd 

Anglais, 
+f, 11 du Bureau 

Veritas; 

2, Son chargenrent ne comprend que du 
pétrole riffing, de qualité uniforme. ot dont 
aucun des échantilions pris au port d'em- 
Darquement n'a donné un point d'inflam- 
mation inflrienr A 23 degrés centigrades 
(73 dogrés Fahrenheit), cette températuro 
Gant constatée conformbment aux procédé 
d'ipreuve en vaso clos reconnita et pratiqués 
dans le commerce des pétroles, comme par 
exemple Jo procédé Abel ow toute autre 
Gpreuve en vase clos d'une exactitude non 
infériouro ; 

3. Los ‘souls moyens d’éelairage, on 
dchors des mpparcile riglementaires pour la 
navigation de nuit ot dos feux de mAt, wont 
dos lamps dleetriques incundescontes et que 
toutes lex installations électriques sont 
faites suivant les Ragles du Lloyd Anglais 
ou du Veritas ; 5 

‘4. Lo navite eat muni de pompes affectéea 
uniquement au chargement et au décharge- 
mont da pétrole et d'un déhit effectif 
fuflisant pour charger ou décharger 300 
tonnesspoids de pétrole par heure au 
minimam ; 

5. Aucune de citernes di navire_ nest 

ie capacité supérieure & 200 tonnes de 
sige (tonnes E268 weros tubes on. de 
100 pieds cubes Anglais) et ne peut 
Aéverser son conten dans une autre citerne 
par aucune ouverture o% solution de con- 
tinuité des paris ; 


Catégorie (%) 


() Wea 
{) Nom au wares. 

() Now des armteurs 

(3 Le capitaite pe Ishers sobaieter gue Vndien- 
tion Serrenpecdant ai cheno 


Sure Manrme Cavan Untversan 
Copaxy, 


Worxtse Deranrumyr- 
Navigation. 


Ship requiring f0 g0 through the Canal with 
@ cargo of Petroleum Oil in Bulk, 


Declaration. 


1, THE Undersigned, (') . 
commanding the ship (?) ; 
ladon with’ petroleum oil in bulk, and 
belonging to = 
ints EAE scrorecgies 
said owners, that :— 

1, This ship is specially elassed for the 
carriage of petroleum oil in bulk 
+ AL 100 at Lloyd's in 

London, 
+ © IT in the Bureau 

Veritas 5 

2. Her cargo comprises refined petroleum, 
cil only, of a uniform quality, no sample of 
which taken at the port of’ loading shall 
have given » flashing point below 23 do- 
grees centigrade (73 degrees of Fahrenheit’ 
thermometer) tomporature hi 4 
boon ascertained conformably wit 
process of close test as may be recognized 
and made use of in the potroloum oil trade, 
as for instance the Abel test or any other 
close test of a not lester degree of 
faceurney j 

3, Her sole means of lighting, excepting 
the regulation apparatus for night transit 
and her mast lights, are electric in 
descent lamps, and that all her elec! 
installations are in accordance with the 
Rules of Lloyd's o Veritas; 


Tn class (*) 


4. Tho ship is provided with, pumps 
intended solely for the loading and unload- 
of petroleum oil, and having’ an effective 
plunping capacity of 300 tons weight of oil 
per bour at minimum ; 


. No single tank in the ship has a eubie 
capacity greater than 200 tons measure- 
ment (being tons of 2°83 cubie metres, or 
100 eubie feet English), nor can discharge 
its contents into any adjoining tank through 
any aperture or want of continuity what 
ever of its walls; 


Same of commanding offcer 
ve of ship. 
() Nate of owners. 
(6) The commanding officer will strike out the 
name of the ofGce where hit ship isnot catered. 


G. Aucune des citernes n'est placée im- 
médiatement & V'avant ni immédiatement 
A Varridre du navire; 

7. Liespace réserré aux citernes de 
pétrole est complétement séparé de avant 
st do Varriére du navire par des cloisons 
doubles étanches formant des  espaces 
entidrement remplis d'eau, 

© ke 
Le Capitaine, 
© 


6. No tank is placed cither in the bows 
or stern of the ship; 


7. The portion of the ship occupied by 
the tanks is completely separated from the 
forward and after parts by double oil-tight 
Nulled forming spaces wholly filed with 
water. 

ey (9 

Commanding officer, 

© 





No. 71, 


North of Bngland Steam Ship-ouners’ Associa 


ion to the Marquis of Salisbury. —(Received 


Jenuary 92,) 


My Lord, 


5, King Steeet, Newoastle-on.Tyne, January 21, 1892, 


TAM directed to forward to your Lordship the inclosed documents, viz 
1A Petit on from Brit th ship-ownera to the Directors of the Suez Canal Company 
respecting negotiations which that Company are conducting with a Syndicate, who desire 


to obtain permission for tho transit through the Canal of petrolemn 


steamers. 


bulk in tank 


2. A Statoment and Resolution signed hy merchants and tin-plate manufacturors in 


‘Wales, and others, on the same subject, 


subject. 


5, An article in the “Journal of Commerce” of the 18th January, 1892, on the rame 


‘The membors of this Association, all of whom are direotly interested in the snfo 


navigation of the Sucx Canal, solicit the powerfal aid of your 


Lordship in averting the 


dangers which, it seems to them, will be incarred if the Gan i 
. , will be incurred nal Company are permitted to 
sanction the proposals that have been made to them for the trapeit of tak steamers 


carrying liquid petroleum 


bulk, Those dangors are clearly xot forth in tho documonts 


herewith submitted to your Loniship’s consid i f 
> yor nislilp’s consideration, and their gravity ix of such a 
character as, ia tho opinion of those who instruct me, justify thom in taking fe your 


in the 


Government and the Maritime Powers. 


Lordship's interposition to securo that no Rogulation aiterin, f 
cro tha gulation alfcring the present Rules of tintlic 
Canal ball bo Pil in foroo until it has een, carefully considered by the Turkish 


T have, &e. 


(Bigned) 


RICHD. WELFORD, Secretury. 


a er 2c nd 


Anclosure 1 ia No. 71. 


Petition from leading Ship-owners, 


[Sco Inclosure in No, 58.] 


Inclosure 2 in No, 71. 


Resolution, 


[See Inclosure 1 in No. 41,] 


(©) Now du port dntete dane le Cent 
) Date de ls dédlaratien. 
(7) Signature dat eapitaine. 


(() Mima of porto soto to the Ci 
() Dato of declaration ae. 


(© Sizeature of commanding officer. 











Inclosure 3 in No. 7. 
Extract from the **Licerpool Journal of Commerce” of January 18, 1802. 


Borx Pernovevs 1s ras Suez C. good deal of attention has lately been 
attracted to the question of the troloum-in-bulk ships through the Suez 
Canal, and the Petition signed by about 270 ship-owners trading. to the Bast well 
expresses the danger threatened to the security and free navigation of the Canal by the 
initiation of the new policy by the Suex Canal Company. It would seem, from @ perusal 
of the Conventions and Concessions relating to the Suez Canal, that the Sucz Canal 
Company bave no right to pass the Roles they now have in contemplation, for at the 
Tnternational Tonnage Commission held at Constantinople, it was distinctly stated by tho 
Deleyate of Turkey that "no mollifcation for the futore of the conditions for the 
passage through the Canal shall be permitted, whether in regan to the navigation, toll, 
dr dues for anchorage, tdwage, pilotage, &e., except with the consent of the Sublime 
Porte, which will not take any decision on this subject without previously coming to an 
derstanding with the principal Powers interested therein.” ‘The Rule for the passage of 
potroleum-in-bulk steamers thro the Canal in every way violates this Convention, for 
The navigation toll, though apparoutly left unaltered, is not so really, the Canal Company 
taking the convoyage of the bulk petroleum vessol hy a steam storage tender compulsory 
oon the passage of that vessel through the Canal, and for this charges a ‘Tariff which is 
quite now to the Regulations heretofore in use for the management of tho Canal. 
Keni, on stationing in tho Canal, the balk: peteoleam ship will be forced to wee mpecial 
beam and gear not used by other ships, Bat by far the most important point in which 
the Rule is repngnant to the principles of the Canal is the fact that the Company now for 
tho first time intends to make distinction between eargocs, and treats petroleum in a 
tuterly different way to any other freight, Tt may be said that, having in view the heat 
of the Canal, thin ts wise, but what right have the Canal Company to fly in the faco of 
their Charter, which expressly says that tho Canal is a neutral passe to any merchant 
Jouel from see to nea without any distinction, exclusion, or pretenco whatever ? It ma 
Te that pettoleam under tho elitatio conditions prevailing in the Isthmus of Suez is 
dangerous, but this does not give the right to the Company to arrogate to itself powers 
which not only it does not possess, but which if it endeavours to uso are utterly repugnant 
to its Charter, and it must not be forgotten that the Itulo is an authorization as well as a 
prohibition, ‘The lessening of deaf of tho vessels, the exclusion of those built before 
YEN (in itself'a batefaced tempt at monopoly), and the ditinetion between refined and 
crude petroleam, are all ultra vires on the part of the Saez Canal Company, nnd tho only 
‘course which it enn pure to render ite procedure legal is to submit its Tales to the 
Khedive, the Sultan, and tho Maritime Powers who signed the Convention above referred 
fo, ‘There Is another point which must be borne in mind, and that is the extraordinan 
confusion of responsibility in ease of an accident; and who shall say that an accident will 
‘not occur when bulk petroleum is stored in enormous tanks more than double the size of 
those asod in the safe Northern and Western waters, ‘coming flash to the skin of the ship 
(whieh we believe is of about the thickness of sth of an inch), and this on the tideless 
Waters of & Canal studded with buoys permanently illuminated with oil gas, and with 
Tredgors working having boilers low down level with the water, and fires often 
unprotected ? Thin question of responsibility is one quite unanswered up to the present, 
Duy it must ever be in the minds of ship-owners trading to the Enst, to whom aro they, 
those foroiggn territories, using an international easement managed by o foreign Company, 
to look for rodress in the event of an accident? ‘This is all the more important. in vie 
of the state of our Maritime Insurance Laws, The underwriters will probably increase 
their promlums in view of this now risk, so it is no wonder that all these considerations 

owners trading to the Enst anxious, If the Rule only permitted 

tanks of say 6O tons, nod these encased in an inner shell, the 

be ullra vires, bat they might not mect sith such a storm of 
opposition as i ing. in all quarters of the shipping cowmunity. Even France and 
ummany are becoming alarmed. After all, iL seems a pity that the Canal Company 
dhould have taken this misguided course, as the bulk transit to the East through the 
Canal can never last, for the Sanitary Regulations ‘in Egypt are certain sooner or later to 
interfere to protect the fisheries. ‘To property of the Government i Lake Timeab, and 
in the waters of the Canal, is said to rth £100,000 a-year, and it is well-known 
that no fish exist in waters in contact with petroleum, Again, in the event of war this 
petroleum trafic eould not be tolerated for a moment, and all this commotion is made to 


bring in a Rule for a f finan 

pring le for a group of financiers desirous of mono 
Fisky method of commerce, utterly regardless of the fae 
and suitable to the climate and conditions of the East. 


polizing the Eastern trade by 
t that that now in use is rate 


ee 
No, 72. 


FHull Incorporated Chamber of Commerce and Shipping to Foreign Office —(Received 
—( 


me sas ee _ Shipping Committoe of this ‘lane tae hd bead 
of pezoleamstank steamers through the Sues Gana, 19 Pai the tant 
Dine a Re dE aware that the shipowners bave formarded a Petition to the 
oh Har tab aad pet ns guaneY CUE the ih Bre 
Yours, &e. 


(Signed) "JOS. GREGSON, Secretary. 
ee 
No. 73, 

Cardiff Incorporated Shi  Associatie 
dif Incorporated Ship-owners’ Association to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Receieed 


reniatb Sanuary 23,) 7 

Taaoee ' lardiff, January 22, 1802. 
omen Ee Je Mind attention relative tothe Petition as to the earinge 
by our Coneiaion considers tat seeing tres of the British Directors were nominated 
Pane tne mament yor are josie in protesting against any interference of the Rules 


Yours, &c. 
Gigued) ” W. L, HAWKINS, Secretary, 
ss eee 


No. 74, 


Foreign Office to British Suet Canal Dit 
No. 6 Commercial.) aia 
entlen 
TAM ‘directed by the Marquis 
‘ 1e Marquis of Sali 
Alespatch No. 3, Cominercal, of the 12th inieotr a 


dematch No. $, Commer, tho subject of Messrs, Russell and 
Ambols’ representations with respect to the pass of petroloumtank steamers thtough 


Tam to observe that as the Petition in 

toc as the Petition in th rr 

Company, ti assumed thatthe Counel of ‘Aadniaiataton vl, don on, cea a 
ey think proper to be returned t6 it. ee eee 


Foreign Office, January 25, 1892, 
to acknowledge the receipt of your 


Tam, &e. 
(Signed) ‘ 'T. V. LISTER. 
——————— eee eee 
No. 75. 
Fe . 
‘oreign Office to British Suez Canal Direc 
ae ee ish Suez Canal Directors. 
ntlemen, 
T AM directed by the Margi of 
‘you can properly take, a copy of a let 


<< Foreign Office, J 
i Balinbary to tranemt hos for eck nine sas 


an property tak, from the North of England Steam-ship Owners’ 
Association, with its inclosures in original respecting. the reeooe eae eon 

vessels through the Sacz Canal, Pa aoe 
eel reg the A copy of'the reply to this letter is likewise inelosed for 


Tam, &e. 
(Signed) T. V. LISTER, 


ee 
+ No, 71. 


py 1No76, 
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No. 76. 
Foreign Office to North of England Steam Ship-owners? Association. 


Sir, Foreign Office, January 25, 1892. 

I AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 21st instant, and to inform you, in reply, that a copy of it, together with its 
inclosures, will be forwarded to the British Directors of the Suez Canal Company, in order 
that the communication to the Board may be placed before them in such manner as may 
be proper. 

y Aas to add that Her Majesty's Government cannot interfere with details of the 


management of the Canal. 
Tam, &e. 
(igned) " T. V. LISTER. 


No. 77. 
Foreign Office to Chamber of Commerce and Shipping, Hull.* 


Sir, Forrign Offce, January 20, 1892, 

IN reply ta your letr of the 22nd instant roypeting the passe of petrolcuntank 
ateamors through the Suez Canal, T am dirceted by the Marquis of Salisbury to state, for 
the information of the Hull Chamber of Commerce, that the British Directors havo taken 
ssuch action as they can in the mattor, but that Her Majesty's Government cannot interfere 
in details of the management of the Canal, 


Taw, te. 
(Signed) T, Y, LISTER. 
No, 78. 
Mr. Austin Lee to Foresgn Office —(Received February 1.) 


t Kennedy, British Embassy, Paris, January 29, 1802. 
Pear NSENT you a copy of « Circalar which has been adtased by Murs Resell and 
‘Arnols to the ship-owners of France with regard to the admission of petroleumetanke ships 
into the Suez Canal, You may think it of sufficient interest to add to the correspondence 
tow being printed, of which T shoul be glad to ace copy as soon as possible. 

‘ours, 


(Signed) H. AUSTIN LEE. 


Inclosure in No, 78. 
Messrs. Russell and Arnhole to the Shipowners of France, 


Messiours, 1G, Great Winchester Street, Londres, le 12 Janvier, 1802, 

"NOUS nous permettons de vous remettre sous cet plis une Pétition d'armateurs 
Anglais aux Diroctoars da Canal de Suez et de vous faire les observations suivantes, 

Ta “Standard Oil Company” Amdricaine il ya quelques années, et plus tard un 
Syndicat Russe de Baeou, cherehaient d'obtenit des Directors du Canal de Sues 
ta permission pour faire pasicr par le Canal des stoamers-citernos avee da pétrole. 

Dana ces deus cas In permission fut rofusée, mais récemment un Syndicat Anglais— 
sous Ia direction de Ja maison Mark Samuel and Co. de Londres—s'est formé pour le 
transport de pétrole en vrac par le Canal de Suez, et A Ta surprise générale cette maison 
ean Wobtenir la periaiesion désirée. Quelles sont les influences apportées pour arriver 
Acotte décirion, nous n'avons pas encore pu constater. Le régulatif, qui est attenda 

shainement,  contiendra un grand nombro de concessions extraordinairement 
Sngerensen, “Par oxtcpla, on a accords au Syndicat Anglais ia conceston que’ les 
‘steamers roient construits A coquo aitnple et quils puissent contenir des citernes de 
dimnsionn éoormes. Diaprés le dire d'experts impartiaux les citernes des. steamers 


© lio to Ship-ownery’ Asociation, Cant. 


passant Ie Canal de Suez devraient atre de dimensions tres réduites pour éviter qu’en 
cas d'accidents des quantités fortes de pétrole ne puissent écouler & un coup; ils 
accentuent également que les steamers pour le passage du Canal de Suez devraient étre 
construits aux eoques doubles, systéme adopté déja pour un nombre de vapeurs-citernes, 
Dans le eas contraire ces steamers méritent plutdt le nom de réservoirs flottants que de 
steamers-citernes. 

Les citernes sont faites tellement spacicases pour rendre possible que les steamers 
paissent apporter des cargaisons de retour. C'est en effet 'intention du Syndicat ct il 
sera surtout aux ports de ia Méditerranée que ces cargaisons scraicnt dirigées. Le 

wieat précité vient de commettre six steamers-citernes chacun d'une eapacité 

wiron 5,000 tonnes et T'on se propose de fuire construire biontht d'autres six 
steamers. Il n’est pas nécessaire a détailler les dangers créés par le transport de telles 
quantités énormes de pétrole en vrac par le Canal on vue du elimat chaud et du trafie 
encombré, sans parler que le nouvel projet ferait une concurrence tout i fait inéquitable 
an transport Iégitime. 

La Pitition ei-jointe vous démontrera Talarme causée par ce projet aupris des 
armateurs Anglais. ‘Les 270 signatures se composont de presque toutes les maisons Jes 

ux importantes de notre pays. On sattend généralement que les Direetours du Canal 
le Suc devraient etre obligés A rotirer les concessions accordées au Syndicat Anglais, 
i dans votre pays une opposition pareille serait organise sans retard. 

L'exportation de pétrole en caisse de Batoum par le Canal de Suez s'élevait dans los 

années— 


1886, 
187 

19K 

89 

1891 oie Chae 7 te TBAT 


Diapras les ventes faites jusqu’ici, on pout estimer Ia quantité de caissesh expédier par 
Jo Canal en 1892 & 10,000,000. 
Cette jeune et florissante industrie Russe, qui donne le pain & plus do §,000 ouvriers, 
serait anéantic par le transport en vrac par le Canal 
Agréer, &e. 
(Signé) RUSSELL xr ARNHOLZ, Solicitors, 


No. 79. 
Sir E. Baring t0 the Morquis of Silinbury—(Received February %.) 


Cesimerahl) 
Cree P. Cairo, February 5, 189%, 

THE Egyptian Government have entered on negotiations with the United States 
with a view to the signature of a Commercial Convention. ‘Tho United States’ Gover 
ment, according to my information, ask that the passage of xbips through the Suez Canal, 
fitted with potroleum-tanks, should be restricted. T'do not know how this rostriction, if 
adopted, would affect British interests, Can your Lordship supply me with any 
information or instructions on thix pont? Sir Rivers Wilson might be able to tell 1x 
what view the Stez Canal Company are likely to take of the mattor, 

I venture to miggest that the Rasiian Government would opposo any such restriction 
on the passige of ships fitted with potroleum-tanks, their petroloum being generally 
conveyed in this manner. 


No. 80, 


‘The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 
(Commereial.) 
(Teiegraphie.) P, Foreign Office, February 5, 1302, 2°25 vr... 
COPY of the Regulations adopted by the Suez Canal Company for passive of 
vessels carrying petroleum in tanks will be sent to you; Her Majesty's Government 
do not object to these Regulations. Instructions on the subject were addressed to the 
British Directors after the opinion of experts in this country had boen obtained, 











No. 81 
The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 
(No. 2. Commercial.) 
Sir, Foreign Office, February 5, 189: 
WITH reference to my telegram, Commercial, of to-day, I transmit herewi 
your information, copy of the Regulations for the transit of petroleum-tank vessels 


Brough the Suez Canal. tes 
(Signed) "SALISBURY. 





No. 82. 
British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Reevived February 6.) 


(No.7. Commercial.) 
My Lord, Paris, February 1, 1802, 
WITH reference to your Lordship’ despatch No. 5, Commercial, of the 25th 
ultimo, we have the honour to transmit to your Lordship a eopy of the correspondence 
which “has taken place between the Sued Canal Company and Messrs. Russell and 
Arnholz with regard to the representation addressed to the Company by British ship. 
owners regarding the passage of petroleum-tank steamers through the Suez Canal. 
Tour Lordship will obsorve that pending tho receipt of the origioal of the Memorial, 
which Messrs. Russell and Amnholz do not seem disposed to forward to the Company, the 
Intter do not consider theinselves called upon to take any action with regard to it, 
We have, &e. os 
Signed) J, STOKES. 
os G. RIVERS WILSON, 
H. AUSTIN LEE. 


Inelosure 1 in No, 82. 


Messrs, Russell and Arnhols to Suez Canal Company. 


Sirs, London, January 1, 1802. 

‘THE Petition herewith signed by the leading ship-owners doing business with the 
East, and addressed to you, hax boon referred to ui to be used in the common interest of 
those engaged in ealling attention to the dangerous chametor of the authorization of the 

re of petroleum in bulk on the Suex Canal in view of the climatic conditions of the 
mus. 

In the pursuit of this duty wo beg to transmit to you this Petition, the contentions 
of which we heartily endorse, and feel it would be saperilaons.om our part in view of the 
names apponded to it to call your attention to. the weight and importance of this 
romonstrance against the peopovdd action of the Canal Company 

We have, &e. 
(Signed) ” RUSSELL ax ARNTIOLZ. 


Inclosure 2 in No. $2. 
Suez Canal Company fo Messrs. Russell and Arnhole. 


Dear Sirs, Loudon, January 7, 1892. 

WITH reference to your letter of the Ist instant, I havo been instructed to point 
cout that, by what appears to be an oversight, you have sent simply ‘B copy of the Petition 
therein referred to, instead of the original bearing the autogenplt siguatures, 

T have to point out lkewigo that all adresse, as well as namnes of registered owners 
and manage { Steam-ship Companies, are omitted. 
a zs = T remain,&e. 

(Gigned) “HL. CHEVASSUS. 


Tnclosure 8 in No. $2, 
Messrs. Russell and Arnhols to Suez Canal Company, 


Sir, 17, Great Winchester Street, London, January 7, 1892, 

WE had oceasion to write to you on the 19th December, 1891, and at the outset 
bbeg to reiterate the inquiries contained in our letter of that date, 

We forward you herewith copy of the Petition of the Welsh merchants, ship-owners, 
and manufacturers which will no doubt satisfy you as to the reasons which prompted our 
letter. You have already received the Petition forwarded by us from the British ship- 
owners, 

We beg to note with some surprise that a letter addressed to you in Paris on the 
19th December, 1801, shonld be answered bya gentleman from your office in London 
‘under date of the Ist January, 1892, which letter was received by us at 2°30 p.. on the 
5th instant. 

‘The terms and tone of this sharp letter addressed to a firm of 
absolutely at variance with all practice and deficient in ordinary courtesy that we were 
inclined to look upon it as a mistake of some subordinate, but the direct intimatory 
given by this gentleman that be has been instructed by what’ he torms “our” Company 
would point to the fact that he may perhaps ben member of yout Board, From this 
letter it would appear that your instructions are to give to our clients, but not to 
ourselves, such “private” information as may appear logitimate, and it is added that 
“no official statement” has been made to tho public, “{f auch tv the fact, and we beg 
leave to doubt it, it were wise in you instantly to give public contradiction to.a letter 
purporting to have been written by the Sux Canal Company and published in the press 
of this country so far back as the 11th August last past, 

Our object in writing to you was not with the view of obtaining private information 
from a gentleman in London, but a definito answor from the only partica in the eyes of 
English law capable of speaking with authority, and we must bog to decline availing 
ourselves in this matter of any source of information, except that which may directly 
emanate from Paris itsolf, unless we are favoured with your assurance that the gentleman 
who has written to us is not a mbordinate of the Company, but ono having duc powers to 
treat in these matters and to bind the Suex Canal Company, 

We are obliged to take this course on the grounds of striot legality, as it in vory 
doubtful whether under English law being a forcign Company you liave any legal right 
whatever in this country or that any arrangoments entored into by you here are covered 
By any International Convention, However, this matter will be gone into later; in the 
meantime we beg to repeat our questions and to add a further inquiry whether sailing 
vessels carrying bulk petroleun will be permitted to navigate the Canal 

Weare, &e. 
(Signed) RURSELL ax» ARNHOLZ. 


Tnelosure 4 in No. 82. 
‘Suez Canal Company to Messrs. Russell and Arnhols. 


Messieurs, Paris, le 11 Saneic 

NOUS avons Phonneur d'accuser réeeption de votre lettre dui 7 de ee moi 

La mention faite dans cette lettre d'une communication da 11 Aott dernier ne nous 
permet pas de constater en quoi elle aurait pu ne pas concorder avec la réponse que vous 
‘a adressée notre Burean de Londres, d'apris nos instructions, en date du 1” Janvier 
courant, 

‘Quant aux autres parties de votre lettre, notre Compagnie rogrette d'avoir a 
Aécliner Wengager avec votre maison une discussion dont lo mérite n’est pas justifé & ses 


“A titre courtois et en réponse i ln question par laquelle se tern votre lettre, nous 
‘yous informerons que le Riglement desting aux navires chargés de pétrole en vrac sera 
rendu public incessamment. 


Veuillez, &e, 
(Pour le Président) 
Sign) J, LEFEBVRE. 


Q 
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Inclosure 5 in No. 83. 
Mesers. Russell. and Arnholz to Suez Canal Company. 


Sir, 17, Great Winchester Street, London, January 11, 1892, 

” ON the Ist instant we sent ‘copies of the ship-owners' Petition to yourself and to 
the Chairman of the London Committee of your Company. These copies contained, as 
the original, the names of the signatories and the towns in which they signed, as any 
reforence to the ordinary public lists will establish. As is usual when a Petition is 
presented through solicitors, the original was retained, and the siguature of the solicitors 
presenting the Petition to the letter accompanying the copy thercof, that i is a copy of 

inal in their possession, is professionally, and as between gentlemen, deemed 
sufficient. We are, however, favoured by a letter from the Suez Maritime Canal Office 
here dated the 7th instant, received by us on the 9th, and signed H. Chevassus, in 
which that gentleman says that be is instructed to point ont that we have sent simply 
a copy of the Petition,” and not, as he says, “the original bearing the antograpl 
signatures.” z . ree 
Tt will naturally strike you that in our own protection, as this Petition has been 
published, wo aro obligod 10 retain the original, but if you desire to have an attested 
copy drawn up by a notary, we shall be most happy to furnish you with one. . 
As neither you, Bir, nor the London office have made any request to us for this, 
and wo note on the face of the letter signed by M. Chevassus that the office here is 
merely an inquiry bureau, unless by an express authority so to do from the Suex 
Maritime Canal is Paris communicated to us, wo sbould not be within our rights did wo 
not direetly deal with that office in all these matters clearly Depend the scope of mere 
inquiry agencies, Wo widh to state distinctly that as this gentleman does not sign as 
Secretary, and being » forcign Company, and not, a far ax we can trace, covered by 
any Convention, responsibility for your acts attaches to the British Directors, whose 
Chairman we have addressed, and to yourselves as a second resort only, and we cannot 
admit the logality of a letter from a gentleman signing without description from a 


simple inquiry olfiee, aici: ; 
(Signed) RUSSELL avn ARNHOLZ. 


Inclosure 6 in No. 82. 
Suez Canal Company to Mesers. Russell ond! Arnhols, 


Messicurs, Paris, te 15 Janvier, 1892, 
NOUS avons 'honneur d'accuser réception de votre lettre du 11 de ce mois, qui 
seat eroiaée avee Ia notre du méme jour, & Inquelle nous vous prions de bien vouloir vous 
riférer, et dont nous nous bornerons A vous confirmor los termes. 
Veuillez, &e. 
Pour le Président), 
(Signé) J. LEFEBVRE. 


No. 83. 
British Suez Canal Directors to the Marguis of Salisbury—(Received February 6.) 


No. 8. ymmercial, 
iy tees : Parie, February 2, 1892. 
WITH reference to your Lordship's despatch No, 6, Commercial, of the 26th 
ultimo, transmitting, for such action as we ean properly take, a copy of a letter from the 
North of it Ship-owners’ Association respecting the passage of petroleum. 
tank vessels through the Suez Canal, we have the houour to inform your Lordship that, 
8 the Regulations regarding ths tii wre adopted by the “Conseil Administration 
‘at their meeting on the Sth ultimo, and have been communicated in the usua) course to 
the Re sentatives in Paris of the various Governments concerned, we do not think that 
be taken by us in the matter. 

mY "We would, however, call your Lorlship’s attention to the request made by the 
North of England Steam Ship-owners’ Association for your Lordship’s interposition “to 
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secure that no Regulations altering the present Rules of traffic in the Canal shall be put 
into force until they have been carefully considered by the Turkish Government and 
Maritime Powers; and we would remark, with regard to this request, that, in our 
opinion, the Suez Canal Company are not bound by any engagement to obiain the 
consent of the Turkish Government or the Maritime Powers to any Rules which they 
may consider it necessary to draw up for the regulation of traf in the Canal, and did 
such an engagement exist it would be impossible for them to carry out in a satisfactory 
manner the direction of the Canal, 

‘The pretentious of the North of England Steam Ship-owners’ Association ou this 
matter appear to be founded on a misquotation of the engagement taken by tho 
Sublime Porte in the Final Protocol of the International Tonnage Commission held at 
Constantinople in 1873, which is quoted in an extract from the “Liverpool Journal of 
Commerce,” inclosed in their letter of the 21st ultimo, as being to the efloct that "no. 
modification for the future of the conditions for the passage through the Canal shall be 
permitted, whether in regard to tho nevigation, toll, or dver for anchorage, tonnage, 

iotage, &es except with the consent of the Sublime Porto, which wil nol take 
ecision on this subject without previously coming to an understanding with the principal 
Powers interested therein.” 

‘The words underlined® are a mistranslation, the original text being :— 

“Qu'aucune modification ne pourra dtre apportéo & l'avenir aux conditions de 
transit soit en ce qui concerne les droite de navigation, soit en ce qui concerne tes droite de 
renorguage, dencrage, de pilotage, 5c quiavec Tassentiment de ta Sublime Porte qu. de 
son cité wentendra i ce sujet avec les principales Puissancos intéressées avant de 
prendre aucune détermination,” which restricts the intervention of the Porto to questions 
relating only {0 tolls or daca. 

We had the honour to point this out in our despatch: No, 4, Commerc 
13th ultimo, but we Jind not then. before us the whieh by punctua 

inaccurate, and gave to the declaration of the Otioman Delegate a far wider scope 
than wax intended, or than the actual words of the Delegate could cover, 
We have, &, 
(Signed) ' J, STOKES, 
©, RIVERS WILSON, 
4H, AUSTIN LEE, 


No. M4. 


Glasgow Ship-ownera’ Association to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received February 1.) 


Secretary's Office, 30, Gordan Street, Glasgow, 
My Lord, February 1%, 1892. 

WITH reference to the Petition or remonstrance which has been prosonted by the 
ship-owners of this country to the President-Director and Directors of the Suexz Canal 
Company in December last (and which was signod by the leading firms of ship-owners 
here) against the proposal of the Syndicate, who desire to obtain permission for the 
carriage of petroleum in bulk on the Suez Canal in tankesteamers, and a f whieh 
Petition or remonstrance has, I am informed, been furniahod to your Lordship by the 
North of England Stea:n Ship.owners’ Association on the 21st January last, 1 am 
instructed by the Directors of this Association to state that they coneut in the request 
which has been made by the North of England Steam Ship-owners’ Association, that 
your Lordship, as Secretary of Slate for Foreign Affairs, sould interposo to provent such 
proposal being adopted by the Directors of the Suez Canal Company; and T am to 
respectfully urge that your Lordship will take tho necossary action to prevent the proposal 
deing carried into effect, 

T have, &, 


Gigned) "J, MUIRHEAD, Secretary. 


oo 
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No, 85. 
Foreign Office to Glasyow Ship-owners' Association. 


Sir, Foreign Office, February 1 

I AM direeted by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 18th instant, urging that his Lordship should interpose to prevent the Sex 
Canal Company from permitting the earriage of petroleum in bulk on the Canal in tank 
‘steamers ; and, in reply, I am to inform you that a copy of the letter to which you refer, 
from the North of England Steam.ship Owners’ Association, bas been forwarded to the 
British Directors of the Canal, 

T am, however, to add that Her Majesty's Government are advised that the Suez 
Canal Company have the power, under the terms of their Concession, to make such 
Regulations as may secm necessary for the traflie passing through the Canal, and that 
they have not power to refuse admission to any class of commercial vessels. which 
comply with those Regulations. In view of the fact that ships carrying petroleum in 
bulk could, as the Company are advised, elaim a right to pass through the Canal, it 
Became necessary to consider what Regulations should be framed in order to protect the 
Canal and shipping in it from any risk caused by the pawage of petroleum in bulk. 
Groat Britain is not » party to the Company's Chartor, and +o long, therefore, as the 
Company complies with the provision in the Charter that the flags of ail nations shall be 
troated on a footing of equality, no intervention on the part of Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment would be justisied. 


JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


Acting Consul Murray to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Receieed February 22.) 


No. 1. Commercial.) 
My Lord, Batourt, February 12, 1802. 

‘TO-DAY. copies of a lotter from the Ruslan Ambassador in London, forwarded by 
the Minister of Commerce and Manufactures at St, Petersburgh, havo been distributed 
by the Chief of the Custom-honse at Batoum to the leading exportors of petroleum for 
their opinions, 

‘Tho letter was to nk the advantages or disulvantages to Russian commerce likely 
to follow on the adoption of tankesteamers for the transport of petroleum oil to India and 
tho Far Kas 

Naturally, the opinion of the majority of exporters will be adverse, as it will Tossen 
the large and lucrative manufacture of eases, 

In England this difference will not be felt, as the oll must be pat into cases sooner 
or later, and tho tin plates, which form so large an article of import to Batoum from 
England, will be sont to India for the casos to be made there for sale in detail of 
the oil, 

T have, &e. 
(Siguod) ALEX, MURRAY, Lieutenant. 





No. 87 


North of England Steam Shipsowners’ namin to the Marquis of Salirbury—(Receieed 
‘March. 6) 

26, King Street, Newcastle-on-Tyne, 

My Lori, a tack ates 
IN continuation of my lettor-of the 21st January, and Sir. V hister's reply of 
the 25th of that month, I now have the honour to forwanl two Petitions to your 
Lordahip, one from ship-owners at Hartlepool, and another from ship-owners at 
Sunderland, praying that the sanction of the Powers to the Regulations permitting the 
transport of petroleum in bulk through the Suez Conal may be withbeld until the subject 
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of the dangers and risks attendant upon such permission has been investigated by 
competent experts. 
Thave, &. 
Gigned) RICHD, WELFORD, Secretary, 


Inclosure 1 in No. 87. 
Petition from Ship-owners of West Hartlepool. 


WHEREAS there is great apprehension a: yngst ship-owners that the transport of 
petroleum in bulk, which the Provisional Rewalat,.9s ised by the Suex Canal Company 
propose to permit on and after the Ist July, 182, ill most seriously affect the general 
navigation and safety of that waterway through the great dangers and risks which attend 
such transport. 

We, the undersigned ship-owners of West Hartlepool, most humbly bee that. the 
sanction of the Powers to these said Provisional Regulations shall be withheld until the 
subject of the dangers and risks aforementioned has been investigated by competent 


Gigned) FURNESS, WETHY, axp Co, 
(And 28 others.) 


Inclosure 2 in No, 81. 


Petition from Ship-owners of Sunderland. 


THE Suez Canal Company have issued certain Provisional Regulations relating to 

the proposed transport of petroleum in balk through the Suez Canal, which said 
tions are to come into force on the Ist July, 1892. 

Now whereas thero exist a widespread apprehension amongst shipowners that such 


mode of transport will be attended by great dangers to the Canal, to life, and 


property, 5 : 
We, the undersigned ship-owners of Sunderland, most humbly pray that the 


sanction’ ot the Powers to these Provisional Regulations may be withheld until tho 
subject of these said dangers, which, ns aforesaid, itis believed, would attend the proposed 
ic, hax been investigated by competent experts, 
igned) ——- CULLIFORD axp CLARK, Ship-cwners 
(And 28 others.) 
March 1, 1892. 


Retract from the * Timex” of March 8, 1892. 


Pernouees ov mULK 1x THe Surz Caxar. 
‘To the Editor of the “Times.” 


Sir, : é 20, Portland Place, London, March 5, 1802. 

T READ with surprise in your journal that Mr. Borerton Re 
Egypt at the mie of some ship-owners to investigate the con 
tank-steamers will traverse the Suez Canal. Surely the gentlemen who have #0 
employed Mr. Redwood have overlooked the remarks made by him before the Inttation 
of Civil Engineers, when Sir John Coode was in the Clair, as follows :-— 

“The tank storage of kerosene oil has undoubtedly'a great advantage over barre! 
‘or case storage in the event of fire. A notable example of the comparative safety of the 
system oceurred during the fire at Dudgeon's Wharf in 1886, when several tanks became 
highly heated, and in certain instances the contents were ignited, but in no case was any 
important amount of oil destroyed, nor was there any serious damage to the surrounding 
Property: A still more marked illustration of the same thing occurred in the fire in 

110] R 
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Antwerp in 1889, He had cecasion to yo there immediately after for the purpose of 
making a report on the oecurrence. It would be remembered that it originated from an 
explosion in a earttidge factory, ‘There was a very large tank nearly fall of petroleum, 
which was to some extent injured by the explosion, but not so as to cause it to leak 
much. ‘The explosion also ignited a store containing a quantity of mineral oils in 
barrels, ‘The fire burnt furiously for something like two days, and the direction of the 
wind was such as to carry the flames towards the petroleum tank to which he had alluded, 
At a distance of only 10 feet from the tank stood a telegraph post, which was destroyed 
by the flames, and the tank itself on that side was considerably scorched, yet the 
contents remained unignited, and the oil was found, after the conflagration was 
extinguished, to be in a perfectly merchantable condition. ‘There bave been other 
examples to which we might allude, but these were sufficient to indicate that there was, 
fas a matter of fact, a great advantage in tank storage from the point of view of safety in 
cease of fire.” 

The factions opposition to tank-steamers passing through the Suez Canal, on the 
alleged ground of the high temperature prevailing there, has been dealt with quite 
recently by Mr. George Herbert Little, as great an expert on the subject of petroleum 
as Mr. Boverton Redwood, and ina thoughtful article in the current month's * Nautical 
Magazine” he writes:-— 

“Tt ia not a fact that the Canal is subject to high temperature. If we examine a 
phynical chart of the world we find that in July the ail regions of Pennsylvania and Ohio 
‘and the port of Philadelphia, on the west, and the ports of Batoum and Suez, on the 
east, all lio between the isotherms of 70° Fahrenheit and 80° Fabrenbeit. What, thea, 
becomes of tho objection that the temperature of the Canal is too high for the uafe 

usage of tank.steamers? It is in the experience of moat sailors that New York, 
Phitndetphia, and Batoum are much hotter in summer than the Suez Canal. Hence, 
inasmuch as tho high temperature of these ports has not so far provented the shipment of 
even crude petroleum, and no disaster has yet occurred on this account, we exnnot concur 
with the objections raised against the passage of tank-steamers on that score.” 

Thave only to add that the persons who arc now agitating against the pasage of 
balk oil steamers, when It adversely affected their own interoats, were at tho greatest 
pains to convince the British Legislature that thero was no dangor in tho project, and in 
consequence of their representations bulk-steamers are allowed in the Thames without 
any restrictions whatever, They discharge in the docks in Hull in the very heart of the 
town ; and on What possible grounds the opponents of the new departure could induce 
the Britinh Foreign Office to approach the Suez Canal Company to probibit a trafic 
freely allowed in this country Lam quite at a los to understand. 

Yours faithfully, 
(Signed) M. SAMUEL. 


No. 89, 
Foreign Office to North of England Steam Ship-owners Association. 


Sir, Poreign Office, March 8, 1892, 

[AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
siter of the 4th instant, inclosing Petitions from the xhip-owners at Hartlepool and at 
1Sndosland, peaying thal the sanction of the Powers to the Hegulations permitting the 
transport of petroleum in bulk through the Suex Canal say bo withheld wntil the subject 
of the dangers and risks attendant upon such pormission has been investigated by 
competent expert, 

In reply, Lam directed by his Lordship to state to you, for the information of the 
Association, that Her Majesty's Government are advised that the Suex Canal Company 
have the power, undor the tormx of their Concession, to make such Regulations as may 
seom necessary for the trailie passing through the Canal, and that they have not the 
over to refeso admiation 10, any last of comercial voasels whieh comply with those 

ulations, 

“S Great Tvitain is not © patty to the Company's Charter, nd ro long as the Company 
complies with the provision in that Charter, that the flags of all nations shall be treated 
on 8 footing of equality, no intervontion on the part of Her Majesty's Government would 
be justified. The adhesion, therefore, of Her Majesty's Government to the Regulations 
{in question Sx not required by the’ Company to enable them to put the same in 

foree. 
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The British Directors of the Company, however, received from Her Majest 
Government the assistance of the best expert advice at their disposal when the Regu 
tions were under consideration by the Company. 
Tam, &e, 
(Signed) "JAMES W. LOWTHER, 


—)]s 
No. 90, 


Foreign Office to British Suez Canal Directors, 


No.8. Commercial. Confidential.) 
jentlemen, Foreign Office, March 10, 1892, 
TAM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to transmit herewith, for your confle 
dential information, copies of correspondence as marked in the margin,* respectity 
Mr. Boverton Redwood's journey to Hayp, to which vefarouce is made i the « Pelt 
Notes” in the “Times” of the Sth instant. 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


ee ee 
No, 1. 


Meerrs, M. Somuel anit Co, to Foreign Office (Received March 11.) 


Dear Sir, 31, Houndsditeh, London, March 8, 1802. 
WE have taken the liberty of sending 109 under separate. cover a copy of this 
month's “Nautical Magazine,” and would ask your kind attention to p. 208, which 
contains a thoughtful article by G, H. Little on the subject of the passage of petroleum 
in bulk through the Suez Canal, and the fhcts theroin vot forth will nid you ‘considerably 
in discussing the question should it come under your notico.t 
Wo romain, &e. 
(Bigned) M. SAMUEL axp Co, 


$$ SS 
No. 92, 


Leith Ship-owners’ Society to the Marquis of Salisbury —(Rocrived March 11.) 


My Lord, 84, Commercial Street, Leith, March 10, 3892. 
_1 HAVE the honour to transmit herewith a Memorial from the Leith Ship-owners? 
Society with regard to the passage through the Suez Canal of ships carrying petroleum 
in bulk and I desire repoctfilly t solicit your Landship' atention to the prayer of 
T have, &, 
(Signed) “  CAMPRELL GIRSON, 
Hon, Secretary, 


Inclosure in No. 02, 
Memorial from Leith Ship-owners! Society. 


To the a Noble the Marquis of Salishury, Her Majesty's Secretary of Stato for 


‘THE Petition of the undersigned Ship-owners in the port of Leith 


Hambly sheweth—_ 

Kingtt 70H petitioners are owners and managers of ships registered in the United 
inygdom. 

“That the Directors of the Sucz Canal Company have sanctioned Regulations which, 


© Laden Chamber of Commerce, Mareh 2; 10 ditto, Mareh 4: bee, ee 
March 8, 1693. May March 4; tw Sr E. Baring, No, 7, Commerrialy 
1 Printed ex Poriameotary Selecta 2 
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‘on and after the Ist July next, will permit the passage through the Canal of ships carrying 
troleum in bulk. = i 

PevThat in the opinion of your petitioners the admission of such vessels into the 
Canal will be fraught with great danger to life and property. a 

‘That the British members of the Canal Board ought to have taken the opinions of 
the best experts in the United Kingdom before agreeing to the carriage of bulk oil 
in auch a confined water way and under such climatic conditions as exist in the Suez 
‘Wherefore your petitioners Inumbly pray that your Lordship will move the Great 
Powers to withhold their sanction from these Regulations until the whole question of the 
transit of petroleum through the Canal has been investigated and reported upon by com- 
petent experts. 5 sp cnwh aay 

ic d nd, will ever re 
a Be Bigned) WILLIAM THOMSON axp Co. 
(And 11 others.) 





No. 93. 


Hull Incorporated Chamber of Commerce end Shipping to the Marquis of Salishury.— 
‘(Received March 11.) 
My Lord, Hull, March 10, 1899. 
T HAVE pleasure to forward you & Memorial which has boen ‘signed by the ship- 
owners of this port, and on thelr behalf I venture to express the hope that it will reecive 
‘your Lordship's favourable consideration, 


Tam, ke. 
(Signed) JOS. GREGSON, Secretary. 


Inclosure in No. 09. 
Memorial from Hull Ship-oeners, 


‘To the Most Noblo the Marquis of Salisbury, Her Majesty's Secretary of State for 
Foreign Aftuirs, 


‘THE Memorial of the undersigned Ship-owners in the Port of Hall 


Bhoweth— e 7 " 

‘What your memorialiate are owners and managers of ships rogistered in the United 
Kingdom. Shi 

nat the Directors of the Buex Canal Company havo msctioned Regulations whick, 
on and after tho Ist July next, will permit the pawaye throagh the Canal of ships 
caciying peticlon Sa bale, es F 

‘That, in the opinion of your memorialists, the admission of such vessels into the 
Canal will be fraught with great danger to life and property. 

Wherefore your petitioners humbly pray that your Lordship will move the Great 
Povers to withhold their sanction from these Regulations until the whole question of 
the transit of petroleum through the Canal has been investigated and reported upon by 
‘one oF more competent pervons. . 

‘And your memorialists, xs in duty bound, will ever pray. 

Signed) . R, SANDERSON axp Co, 
(And 16 others) 


No, 94. 
Foreign Office to Meters. M. Samuel and Co. 
Gentlemen, Office, March 14, 1892. 


Foreign 
T AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
Jetter of the 8th instant, forwarding a copy of the “ Nautical Magazine,” containing an 


5 


article on the question of the passage of petroleum in bulk through the Suez Canal; 
and I am to convey to you his Lordship’s thanks for your communication, 
Tam, &c, 
Gigned) "JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


Se 
No. 95. 


Foreign Office to Hull Chamber of Commerce.* 


Bir, Foreign Office, March 15, 1892. 

1 AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowlodge the receipt of your 
letter of the 10th instant, inclosing a Petit ip-owners of Hull, praying 
that the sanction of the Powers to the Regulations permitting the transport of petroleum 
in bulk through the Suez Canal may be withheld until the subject of the dangers and 
risks attendant upon such permission has heen investigated by competent experts, 

In reply, Lam directed by his Lordship to state to. you, for the information of the 
Hull Chamber of Commores, that Her Majesty's Government are advised that the 
‘Sue Canal Company have the power, under the terows of their Concession, to make such 
Regulations as may scom necessary for the trattie passing through the Canal, and that 
they hare not the power to refuse admission to any class of comercial voasabs which 
comply with those Regulations 

Great Britain is not a party to the Company's Charter; and so long as the Compan 
complies with the provision in that Charter, that the flags of all nations. shall be tronto 
on & footing of equality, no intervention 'on the part of Mer Majosty's Government 
would te justified. The adhesion, therefore, of Her Majesty's Goverument, to. the 
Regulations in question is not required by the Company to enable them to put the samo 
in foree. 

‘The British Directors of the Company, however, recoived from Her Majosty's 
Government the assistance of the best expert advice at their disposal when the 
Regulations were under consideration by the Company. 

Tam, &0. 
(Signed) "JAMES W. LOWTHER, 


No. 96. 


Chamber of Shipping of the United Kingdom to the Marquis of Selisbury.—{Receioed 
March 17.) 


Whittington House, Whittington Avenue, Leadenhall Street, 
My Lord, London, March 16, 1892, 

I HAVE the honoar to inform your Lordship that the subject of the passage 
through the Saez Canal of petroleum-tank steamers was carefully considored ‘by the 
Executive Council of this Chamber at their last meeting, when the subjoined Resolution 
was unanimously passed by the 

Tam now directed to forward copy of this Resolution to your Lordship, and to 
ospectfally request for it the earefal attention of Her Majesty's Government 

Wve, Be, 
(Signed) W, H, COOKE, Seoretary. 


“ Resolution, 


“That having regard to the serious destruction of life and property which would be 
Mkely to follow ay ecape of petrol into the waterway of the Siex Canal, and to 
the stoppage of traffic that would result therefrom, a letter from this Chamber bo 
addressed to Her Majesty's Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, urging upon the 
Government the supreme importance, from an imperial as well as» commercial point of 
view, of maintaining the Sucz Canal as a safe waterway, and the desirableness of ascer- 
taining that the Regulations established by the Suez Canal Company for the passage of 
petroleum-tank steamers are sufficient for that purpose.” 


© Also to Leith Ship-owners’ Assocation, 





oo 
No. 97. 


Foreign Office to Chamber of Shipping of the United Kingdom. 


Sir, Foreign Oj March 19, 1892. 

1 AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 16th instant, forwarding copy of a Resolution passed by your Chamber relative to 
the question of the passage of petroleum in bulk through the Suez Canal. In this 
Resolution the importance is urged upon Her Majesty's Government of ascertaining that 
the Regulations adopted by the Suez Canal Company for governing this trafic are 
suficient for the purpose. % 

In reply, I am directed by his Lordship to observe, for the information of your 
Chamber, that Her Majesty's Government are advised that the Company have the power 
under their Concession to make such Regulations as may seem to them necessary for the 
traffic passing through the Canal, but that they have not the power to refuse admission 
to any clas of commercial vee which comply wth those Regulations. 

This country is not a party to the Company's Charter, and so long as the Company 
complies with the provision in that Charter that the flags of all nations shall be trea 
on a footing of equality, no intervention on the part of Her Majesty's Government would 
be justified. ‘The approval, therefore, by Her Majesty's Government of the Regulations 
in question is not required by the Company to enable them to put the same in force. 

‘The British Directors of the Company did, however, receive from Her Majesty's 
Government the beat expert advice at thelr disposal whch the Regulations were under 
consideration by the Company. 

Tam, &e. 
(Signed) "JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


No. 98. 
Belfast Shiprowners’ Association to the Marguir of Salishury.—(Received March 24.) 


My Lord, Ulster Chanbers, Belfast, March 22, 1892. 
T HAVE been roquested by the Belfast Ship-owners’ Association to place the 
inelosed Petition before your Lordship. 
Thave, &e. 
(Signed) "JAMES A. M, HEYN, 
Hon. Secretary. 


{nclosure in No. 98. 
Petition from Belfast Ship-cveners, 


‘To Her Majesty's Secretary of State for Foreign Affuirs, the Most Noble the Marquia of 
Salisbury, K.G. 


‘The Petition of the undersigned Ship-owners in the port of Belfast, 


Sheweth — 

THAT we the Undersigned are owners and managers of ships registered in the 
United Kingdom, 

‘That Regulations have been sanctioned by the Directors of the Suez Canal Company 
which propose to pesinit, on and after the Ist July next, the passage of ships, carrying 
bulk petroleum, through the Canal. 

‘That we apprehend great danger to life and property in the said bulk transport, 

‘That we are of opinion that this said danger is not met by the afore-mentioned 
Regulations. 

‘That in the interests of British life and property the Provisional Regulations afore~ 
mentioned ought to be made much more stringent. 


67 


Wherefore your petitioners bumbly pray that your Lordship will take 
guard the life and interest of the United Kivgdom, c a Oe 
For the Crown Steam-ship Company of Belfast (Limited), 
(Signed) D. C. KEMP, Director. 
W. GIBSON, Secretary. 
(And 7 others,) 





No. 99. 
Mr. Stephens to the Merquis of Salishury.—(Reccived March 24.) 


My Lord, 11, King's Bench Walk, London, March 28, 1892. 
FOLLOWING instructions I now humbly beg to place the inclosed document before 
your Lordship. 
T have, &. 
(Signed) D, STEPHENS, 
Representative of the North of England Ship-owners, 


Inclosure in No, 99, 
Memorial from North of England Ship-owners, 


‘The Most Noble the Marquis of Salisbury, K.G., Her Majesty's Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, 


‘The Memorial of the undersigned Ship-owners in the port of Liverpool, 


Humbly showeth— 
THAT your momorialists arc owners and managers of ships rogistored i 
ae wanagers of ships rogisterod in the 
‘That the Directors of tho Suex Canal Company have sanctioned Regula i 
ompany have sanctioned Regulations, which 
on and after the Ist of July next, will permit the passage through the Canal of shipn 
carrying petroleum in bulk. 

i, in the opinion of your memoriall transport of bulk petroleum through 
uch # confined waterway and under such elimatie conditions as exist in tho Suex Canal, 
would be extremely dangerous to life and property. 7 

‘That the Regulations sanctioned by the Directors of the Soex Canal Company are 
altogether inadequate, and do not mect the dangers which would attend the uid 


anspor 
Vherefore your petitioners humbly pray that Lordship wil is 
maintain the Sucr Canal as a safo waterway. eee 
Gigned) “RANKIN, GILMOUR, axp Co. 
(And 20 others.) 


March 18, 1892, 


Ka, 
No. 100, 
Question axked in the House of Commons, March 24, 1892, 


Captain Grice Hutchinson—To ask the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affai 

meer any corespniencs ha akon place wil ay person or persons alin fo 
passage lear in bulk-ships thro Saas 

he wil ny it upon the Table of the Howmet ns Catal Ad) if 80, whether 


Answer. 


Correspondence has taken place with various Shipping Associations, Chambers of 
Commerce and others, and it seems harily necessary to republish a corresperthen 
parts of which have from time to time appeared in the pros, an all of which has already 
heen brought to the notice of the parties interested. and the subject of shiv 


published in the “ Board of Trade Journal" of Rebraary, 2 
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No, 101, 
Glasgow Ship-owners’ Association to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 25.) 


Secretary's Office, 30, Gordon Street, Glasgow, 
My Lord, March 24, 1892, 

1 AM instructed by my Directors to acknowledge receipt of your Lordship's letter 
of the 18th, in reply to the letter from this Association dated the 15th February last, 
and Lam to thank you for kindly explaining the views which you hold on the right of 
interference by this country to prevent the passage of vessels carrying petroleum in bulk 
through the Suez Canal. 

This to be regretted that the matter of the competition between those interested in 
the present mode of carrying petroleum in eases, and those interested in the proposed 
carriage in tank steamers, has increased the difficulty of dealing with the subject ; and I 
am to state that the interest of the ship-owners here in the carriage of petroleum in 
cases, is comparatively speaking, very triding, and that such interest has had truly no 
influence in causing niy Directors to take action in the matter. 

tis solely because they understand that the carriage of petroleum in bulk through 
the Canal will be attended with danger to life and property to such an extent as to render 
it imperative that it should be prohibited, and that apparently no precautions ean, ia the 
present state of knowledge on the subject, be devised to\enable petroloum in bulk to be 
carried without danger to life and property, that my Directors bave, after consideration, 
felt it to be their duty, for the protection of the shipping of thix country, and of vessels 
cof all age passing through the Canal, to urge the further consideration of the matter om 

jour Lordship. 

OTT Fr Wb Ch ons Mbt I a dangitoes to Tha eid property to ery potrclenml ta bal, 
then it is thought that the proposition that tank steamers carrying petroleum are entitled 
to demand a passage through the Canal cannot be upheld, and, further, that this country, 
and other countries, are entitled to intervene to protect the lives and. property of their 
subjects, by probably, in the first instance, warning the Directors of the Canal af the 

which they will incur if they permit the passage of such steamers. 
en instructed to forward a copy of this letter to the British Directors of 
snd to urge them to use all tho powers which this country, ax. hohding shares 
aking possesses, to prevent, in the present state of knowledge as to the 


of petroleum, its exer bulk through the Cana). 
My Directors wil be pleased if your Lows ‘upon further consideration, can now 
soe your way to intervene, and to hear what action your Lordship may deem it advisable 


to adopt. 
L have, &e, 
(Signed) "J, MUIRHEAD, Secretary. 


No. 102. 
Foreign Office to Ship-owners in the Port of Liverpool.* 


Gentlemen, Foreign Offce, March 26, 1892. 

T AM directed by the Marquis of Silisbary to acknowledge the receipt of your 
Memorial on the subject of the passage of potroleam in bulk through the Suex Canal. 

In this Memorial you express apprehension of mach danger to life and property 
from this trafic, and your opinion that the Regulations adopted by the Canal Company 
for governing it, are not sullciontly stringent; and you pray that his Lordship will take 
steps for the protection of life and property in the Canal, 

In reply, Lam directed by his Lordship to inform you that Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment are advised that the Company have the power undér their Concession to make such 
Regulations as may seem to them necessary for the trafic passing through the Canal, 
Dut that they haye not the power to refuse admission to any class of commercial vessels 
which comply with those Regulations, 

‘his country is not « purty to the Company's Charter, and so long as the Company 
‘complies with the provision in that Charter, that the flags of all nations sball be treated. 
‘on a footing of equality, no intervention on the part of Her Majesty's Government would 


© Avo to Stip-owners io the port of Betiat. 
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‘be justified. The approval, therefore, by Her Majesty's Government of the Regulations 
in question is not required by the Company to enable them to put the same in force, 
‘The British Directors of the Company did, however, receive from Her Majesty's 
Government the best expert advice at their disposal when the Regulations were under 
consideration by the Company. 
Tam, &, 
(Signed) "JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


No. 103. 
Forcign Office to Belfast Ship-owners? Association.* 


Sir, Foreign Office, March 25, 1892, 
I AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
lotter of the 22nd instant, inclosing a Memorial from ship-owners in the port of Belfast 
gn the subject of the passage of petroleum in balk. through the Suez Canal; and Iam to 
inclose under flying seal the reply which his Lordship has caused to be returned thereto, 
Tam, &e. 
(Signed) "JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


No. 104, 
Foreign Office to Glasgow Ship-owners' Association, 


Sir, Foreign Office, March 28, 1892, 

I AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
further letter of the 24th instant on the subject of tho passage of petroleam in bulk 
through the Bucs Tam directed by his Lordship to point out to you that neither 
Her Majesty's Government nor the Suex Canal Company have the power to close the 
Canal to any particular class of traffic, and that Her Majesty's Government have not the 
power to interfere with the Company in rogard to the regulation of the traffic which 
passes through tho Canal, provided that the flags of all nations are treated on a footing 
of equality. ‘The Directors, being responsible for the safety of the Caval and its 
shipping, fave taken all the’ precautions they consider necessary for preserving it, and 
the British Directors received from Her Majesty's Government the best expert advice at 
their disposal when the Regulations were under consideration by the Company. 

Tam, &e. 
(Sigued) JAMES W. LOWTHER, 


No, 105. 
Clyde Steam Ship-owners’ Association to the Marquix of Salisbury —(Received March 29.) 


My Lord, 24, George Square, Glagow, March 2, 1802 


T AM instructed by my Directors to convey to your Lordship the expression of 
their opinion on the subject of the passage of potroleum in bulk through the Suez Canal. 

It is not necessary for them to enter at any lougth luto the general subject, as they 
understand that the sbip-owners of the North of England have already done so. ‘This 
Association is affliated with the Chamber of Shipping in London, and my Directors 
concur in the following Resolution carried at a recent snecting off that body, copy of 
which has been forwarded to your Lordshi 

“That having regard to the serious destruction of life and property which would be 
likely to follow any escape of petroleum into the waterway of the Suez Canal, and to 
the stoppage of traffic that would result therefrom, a letter from this Chamber be 
addressed to Her Majesty's Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, urging upon the 
Government the supreme importance from an Imperial as well as a commercial point 
of view, of maintaining the Suez Canal as a safe waterway, and the dosimbleness of 
ascertaining that the Regulations established by the Suez Canal Company for the passage 
‘of petroleum-tank steamers are sufficient for that purpose.” 


* Also to Mr. Stepheas, 
[110] "_ 
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My Directors would respectfull tb 

conf respectfully urge upon the Gi im 

seed a me tee Greer, ngs of 

ves, feet ig (ie Gul mit be eel. Sty Bets 
fi a gest Gov ke ea 

ec te mene et ee Green rane ae Ht se 

available experts into the possible dangers arising from the prop; a aie inte 


steamers. 
___ Thave, &. 
(Signed) ‘NIELSON BIRD, Secretary. 


No. 106, 


Gordiff Incorporated Ship-owners! Ansocintion to the Marquis of Salishury—{Receiced 


wee ‘March 29.) 


T AM directed to send you the inclosed Potiti 
Se ate an Co Mord om hal inclonod Petition, 


Cardiff, March 28, 1892, 
and to ask you to give the subject 


Tam, &. 
(Signed) W. T. HAWKINS, Secretary. 


Inclowure in No. 106, 


Petition from the Cardiff Ship-owners? Association. 


To the Most Noble the i 
He Alot Noble the Marquis of Salisbury, Her Majesty's Seerotary of State for 
‘The Petiti f the i i ir 
be Peal oe the undersigned Ship-owners in the ports of Cardiff and 
Hambly shewedh— 
‘THAT your petit ow 
Unite iy ae De itioners are owners and managers of steam-ships registered in the 
mt the Directors of the Suex al Cx 
which, on and after the Int Jul wil emi ry 
oe {the Ast July next, wll permit tho 
‘That your petitioners apprehend that the ndmixsi 
will ve franght with groat tanger to litem, oped Mah 
rae a roy Regen arava up could only reduce, and not prevent the danger 
ane ransport through such a confined and high tomperatured 
‘That the Provisional Rogulations already sancti it 
danger | ott rs sail transport, aE alana Mo tener the walt ne aed 
re, your petition humb! row iship wil take 
aquaed Betish Ife al property pasiag Set Som ee ae 
(Signed) J, HERON WILSON, Ship-owner. 
(And 2% others.) 


pany have sanctioned Regulations 
Tastage through the Canal of ships 


No. 107. 


Foreign Office to Ship-owners of Cardiff ant Newport. 


Genth 

ea > Foreign Office, Merch 31, 1892. 
vet narra the, Magis of, ee! to ackuomlage the receipt’ of your 
tind property which yo apprehend will be enused by, = pee sage of potions fa ble 

sed by the f ; 
through the Suez Canal, and pray that his Lorkship Will tabs eeps to! mahgeard Bosch 
Han property psing thvagh the Canal ed 
n reply, T'am to inform you that Her Majesty's Government vised 
Suex Canal Company have the power under their Concession to make suck Reguations 


* Avo to Me. J, Heron Wilwox and others 
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as may seem to them necessary for the traf passing through the Canal, but that they 
have pot the power to refuse admission to any class of commercial vessels which comply 
with those Regulations, 

‘This country is not a party to the Company's Charter, and so long as the Company 
coniplies with the provision in that Charter that the flags of all nations shall be treated 
on a footing of equality, Her Majesty's Government have no power to interfere with the 
Company in regard to the regulation of the traffic which passes through the Canal. 

The Dircetors, being responsible for the safety of the Canal and its shipping, have 
taken all the precautions they consider necessary for proserving it, and the British 
Directors received from Her Majesty’s Government the best expert advice at their 
disposal when the Regulations were under consideration by the Company. 


Lam, &e. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER, 





No. 108, 
Foreign Office to Cardiff Incorporated Ship-owners’ Association. 
Foreign Office, March 31, 1892. 
LAM directod by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 28th instant, forwarding a Petition from ship-owners of Cardiff ‘and Newport on the 
Subject of the passage of petroleum in bulk through the Sues Canal, and Iam to inclose 
tunder flying seal the reply which his Lordship has caused to be returned theret . 
Tam, &e. 

(Signed) ‘JAMES W, LOWTHER. 
rs 
No, 109. 

Foreign Office to Clyde Steam Ship-owners? Association, 
Sir, Foreign Office, March 31, 1802. 

TAM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
Totter of the 28th instant on tho subject of the passage of petroleum in bulk through the 
Suez Canal. 

In reply, L have to point out to you that there has been no relaxation of existing 
Regulations, a8 suggested in your letter. 

Hor Majesty's Government are advised that the Suex Canal Company: have the 

wer under their Concession to make such Regulations as may neem to them necessary 
Fer'the tragie passing through the Canal, but that they hare not the power to refuse 
admission to any class of commercial vessels which comply with those Regulations. 

"This country is not a party to the Company's Charter ; and so long as the Company 
complies with the provision in that Charter that the flags of al) nations shall be treated 
on a footing of equalit; ‘« Government have no power to interfere with the 
Company in regard to the regulation of the traffic which passes through the Cai al. ‘The 
Directors, being responsible far the safety of the Canal and its shipping, have taken all 
the precautions they consider necessary for proverving it, and the British Directors 
Sesotved from Her Majesty's Government the best expert advice at their disposal when 
the Regulations were under consideration by the Company. 

am, Se 
(Signed) "JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


SS SSS ee 
No. 110. 
Mr. Stephens to Foreign Office —(Received April 1.) 
Sir, 11, King's Bench Walk, London, April 1, 1892. 
1 BEG to acknowledge the receipt of your favour of the 25th ultimo, and 1 
also beg. to inform you that I have Taid bis Lordahip's reply before his liverpool 
mem 


Sir, 


Lam, &e. 
(Signed) D. STEPHENS, 
SS eee 








No. 111. 
Mr, Whitwill to the Marquis of Salishury.—(Received April 9.) 


MY TTAVE a Denon ts: trend iecevill i anaoralt pete omaha 
eopoved petroleum trae and to crave your Lordships favourable eouideration of it 
_ Tam, &e, 
(Bigned) "MARK WHITWILL 


Tnelosure in No. 111. 
Memorial from various Ship-owners. 


‘To the Most Noble the Marquis of Salish gaa 
a Ment Noble the Marquis of Salsbary,K.G» Her Majesty's Chief Secretary of 


‘The Mentorial of the undersigned Steam Ship-owners. 


Humbly sheweth— 

HAT vorinlis ry i ii 

out zone memorials are ompers and managers of sten-hip roiserd inthe 
at the Directors of the Suez Canal Company have sanctioned Regul i 

on and after the Ist July next, will it the passa a o Gana of nas 

cone Sele ay will permit. th e through the Canal of ships 
iat your memorialists apprehend that the admission of such vessels i - 

wil night ith great Cape ctaalmwete se 
int the Regulations already sanctioned by the Canal Company, whilst they admit 

a oat dangers of the sad transport, Jo not meet the said Maagics: ia Our Lamas 

Wherefore your petitioners humbly pray that your Lordship wil 
‘guard British life and property cons ttig the Oana. pel le Semele 
(Signed) MARK: WHMITWILL axn SON, Bristol 
(And 9 others.) 


No. 112, 


Foreign Office to Messrs. Mark Whitwill and Son, and others. 


Gentlomen, 

= . Foreign Office, April 12, 
TAM directed by the Marquis of Salishury to uabotioden the ecllpt-of you 
Momiorial in which you call attention to tho sreat dangor to lifo and property which 
spprobend wil be chmied by the pemage of petroleum io bulk through the Saez Cu 


and pray that his Lordship will 
through the Canal, 

In reply, 1 am to inform you that Her Majesty's Government aro advis 
sacs Canal Company have tha power unde their Concession ta make mehinypedioe 
‘a8 may soem to them nocossary for the teaflle passing through the Canal, but that the 
2 may soe - a ic igh the Canal, but that they 
Dare tthe pret {0 rfure admision to any class of commercial vesels which comply 

‘This country is not a party to the Company's Charter, and so long 
‘complies with the provision in that Charter, that the age ot all mate) ahi bo teeted 
on a footing of equality, Her Majesty's Government have no power to interfere with the 
Company in regard to the regulation of the tratlic which passes through the Canal, 
axel Directors, being respomsible for tho saoty of the Canal and its shipping, have 
taken all the precautions they consider necessary for preserving it, and the British 
Directors received. from Her Majesty’s Government the best expert advice at their 

posal when the Regulations were under consideration by the Company. 
my lam, &e. 
(Signed) "JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


so ntepa to wnfoguard British life and property passing 
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No. 113. 
Messrs. Russell and Arnkols to Foreign Office—(Received May 12.) 


17, Great Winckester Street, London, May 11, 1892. 

WITH reference to our correspondence with the Foreign Office on the subject of 
the transit of bulk-petroleum ships throngh the Suez Canal, we now beg to inclose a copy 
fof a Report just presented to us on behalf of British ship-owners by Sir Frederick Abel and 
Professor Boverton Redwood on this matter. 

‘We would, in forwarding this Report, desire to inform you that it has been determined, 
and it is our intention, to oppose the passage of these Rules by every means, and we 
respectfully maintain the conclosions of the letters which wo have had the honour to 
Bddress to the Foreign Office on this question, 

‘We have, &, 
(Signed) |“ RUSSELL asp ARNHOLZ. 


P.S—The appendices to the Report have not yet been printed, but will be forwarded 
in a few days. 
R. axp He 
aS Se 


Inclosure in No. 113, 


Report of Sir Frederick Abel, K.C.B., D.C.Ly F.RS.s and Mr. Boverton Redwood 
FRS.Bo F. “B., on the propored transport of Petroleum in Tank Steamships 


AT the request of British ship-owners, we have investigated the subject of the proposed 
transport of petroleum in bulk through the Saez Canal, and have to submit the following 
statements anil conclusions -— 


1—Local Conditions wader which the Transport of Petroleum is conducted, 


‘Tho transport of potrolenin in bulk, in specially constructed stoam-ships, now 
provails very Inrgely, but in no caso has it yet taken place under conditions which 
simiat 4 those presently trati through the Suez Canal, which is in many respocte 
tmnique as a waterway, We therefore considered it necessary that, before framing this 
Report, we should make ourvelves acquainted, by personal obsereation, with the local 
Ereumetancea under which the petroleum traffic through the Canal has been conducted. 

‘One of us accordingly proceeded to Byot for that purpose, and it affords tx 
pleasure to ‘acknowledge the courtesy with which the fullest information was afforded by 
‘the officials of the Suex Canal Company In roferonce to the Canal and the management 
of the traffic, 

"The Suex Canal, as is well known, has a length of 100 kilom. (100 miles), For a 
vortion of this distance, the waterway traverses the large and asiall basins of the Bitter 

Kier and. Lake ‘Nimeah; the length of the Canal proper ix thus reduced to about 
66 miles, When first constructed it had a width of 26 metros at the bottom, but portions 
fave already been increased in width to 87 metres; the romainder is in process of being 
wines, al on reference to the accompanying plan ofthe Canal (Append 2), whereon 

rked in red, it will be seen that about one-half of the water. 

in of tho Bitter Lakes hns been thus widened, leaving 

Tetween 7 and & nautical miles of this portion of the Canal, at the lake end, of the 

briginal with. At the Femail end of the Canal, from Lake ‘Timah towards Port Said, 

not much more than 2 miles have been widened. Hence there remain of narrow 

Canal: about 7 tiles hetween Suez (Port Tewfk) and the small basin of the Bitter 

Lakes, about 9 miles between the large basin of the Bitter Lakes and Lake ‘Timsah, and 
about 20 miles between Lake Timsah and Port Said. 

“At intervals “‘gares” or sidings have been provided, which alfotd necommodation 
for ceveral vessels. proceeding in one direction to make fast, so as to allow vessels 
proceeding in the opposite direction to yass them. The large basin of the Bitter Lakes 
resents deep waterway of considerable area, while, through the sinall basin, there is a 
Proped channel 40 metres in width. In some places the Canal describes somewhat sharp 
‘curves, which are not fally indieated on the cone, plan, and at some parts there 
fre high Vanks, which limit the range of vision. ‘he general character of the waterway 
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is well shown in the accompanying collection of 
which were taken for the purposes of this Report, 
‘curve in the Canal of the nature described. 

For working purposes the Canal is divided into three sections, the limits of which 

Port eked on the plan, and the trafic is directed by telegraph from Suez, Innatlin 
Fort Said. A. copy of the Regulations for navigation’ accompanist aiae Report 
(Aependix 9). Tn the widened portions of the Canal the “ gares” are no longer stant 
1a the erte Passing vessels makes fast to the bank at any convenient spot According: 
te the Regulations, the movements aud stoppages of vessels in the ealenea portions 
of the Canal are ordered by the Company, hut practically it appears to be naraf eee 
Wige! preceeding against tho tide to make fast on approaching nother ston 
allow the latter to pass, 

Wessels provided with an electsie  projecteur," or search light of spectted power, 
dane ar ict do navigate the Canal at night., This search light brightly Muminates te 
banks of tho Canal for m considerable distance ahead’; it is, komen. obviously liable to 
temporary failure, 

Portions of the Canal, ez. at the Suex end, and the channels through the small 
basin and the Bitter Lakes and Lake imsabs are fghted cae ga+baoys (soe photographs 

Nos. 98 and 30). ‘Those buoys consint of spherical guscholdece of boiler-plate, charged 
Precis under pressure, and sarmounted by m lantern inclosing the gustoucer sat 
Suncare to us to be about 10 feet above the watersine, These lights ice mocral eke 
puted positions and buen continuonsty, the gas reservoir being rechanged every two 
Tronths from a barge gusbolder. In addition to these buoys a number ef contintionsly 
{uring gas-lampe aro provided in some portions of the Carl, being aed tostenie 

rescue supplied from horizontal cylindrical wrought-iron gas reagrvoirs on the 
‘banks (soo photograph No. 40), 

Deadgers have to be continuously employed in one part or another of the Canal 
to koop tho channel clear, in addition to which there nee Leverett constant use 
for carrying out the operation of widening the Canal, which sl probably not be 
Gompleted for another threo or four years. Altogether, the Company tne see twenty 
dredgors in tho Canal, some of which are, however, usually andes repair. ‘Their main 
boilers aro below deck, bat there are deck openings above thorn, and’ tie doch tacit is 


photographs (Appendix 
One of these views, No. 


mer, 60 as to 


Ret moro than 3 or 4 feet above the waterline. Some of the drodgers (eee photograph 
Xe 42) are 40 constructed as to deliver the débein through a long 4 


melfon to the land 
) daliver into hopper- 
contents into the nem 
mn powerful steau-tugs 
house-boats for the accommodation 


beyond the bank of the Canal, but others (see Photograph No. 42) 
barges which are taken away by steam-tugs, and discharge their 

0 tho lakes. ‘The Company employ altogether about a doze 
for this and other purposes, besides numerous lighters, 
of employés, and steam-launches, 

crricenutce ond of the Canal, a regular ebb and How of the tide is stated to 
te experienced ns far ax the small basin of the Ditter Lakes At thc Poot Rea end 
tho tide current is doscribed as very variable, 


Dutis the months of February, March, and April sandstorm sometimes oocer, and 
daring the provalonce of a severe storm of this doxcription, tho ait hecomes so highly 
harged with sand particos that navigation on the Canal + either imporaitie wr oct only 
tbo condueted with extrome dificulty and danger. The occurrence of eat orms, more 
or ean cpally takes Splice: no muldenty, that there ix a lability to: the emtyc tr 
or collision of vesolx before the traifie can be suspended, 

1 atmonpheric temperature id obviously a point of mi 
councetion with tho excaptional character of this waterway; we have thacens macs 
Sain Tanks Pains to inform ourselves as fully as possible ia regurd tolt, “Avthe request 
Tfoctt, Exelyn Baring, Rogers Paahs, DircctorGeneral of the Senitan nt Public 
Health Department of the Egyptian Gorornment, has been so good as to furnish 
us with tabulated daily records of the shade temperatures in Sues, Iamailin, and Port 
iid for the whole of last year. No solar tompernturos have boon focerhey ck either of 
there places, but ho has given us the daily rocords of shade temperatures at Cairo, and 
the corresponding black-bulb thermometer readings, for the greater part of the same 
Tears ram those recone we have compiled the Tablon given in Appendix ¢ 

On referring to these figuros, it will be seen that a high shade temperature provails 
Ge the Canal during several months, but the influence of the elrvane ‘upon the question 
of Fisk “attending the transport of potroloum in balk fhrough the Canal cannot, in 
the seuioo, be-considered solely from this point of view thucthe wbsnce of eload and 

I AMOUNE Of nqueocs vapour in the sir, expecially at the Ted Sea ec the 
Canal are alioiesportant fectore in ariving at @ contusion sae the temperature 


ch importance in 
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i if libes the: 
i y acquire, either while in the tank ship or if liberated upon the 
See Tans we hare enacavourel to cutis recat te uric operate 
Sf the water in the C i ;, 5 it is customary on board ship to 
e or in the 1 during the hot months, but as b iP 
thie ach seconds at a depth of 14 feet, where ihe temperstare pst eran be over 
‘hear the surface, we have not succeeded in getting avy data bearing upon 
Paint Wa are informed by the Superintending Engincerof the Peninsalar and Oriental 
Ficom Narigation iy, that the highest temperatures of which he can fin Teco 
seen the Sone Gangland 05° Fein the Hod Sex the obserations baring been 
Sobie ton cass eo arent ty the conneston, it shoal be ora in in 
that, during the flowing of the fide nt Sacz, water is vassing into the Canal from a Tand~ 
Tegel pull crtonacill foe Whe! moat part Bye a bere Toy ro, which throughout the 
day, is reeciving the tnobstructed heat of the sun’s rays. Hf the diference tween the 
motinum shade temperature and the Wisek-tnlb readings in Cairo be uae te 
as jure in Suez or Ismailia, it will be see any mice 
Exprcl to the uy ding the warm snonths must ecome highly teal, an, having 
solent to: the lini ures of the walernay of the Canal and to the character of the 
Tekin thee san ba oo doubt whatever that vetned tle o (erred 
von dl he water at such a season, would very ly neq Haat 
arn ietocld give of indarmae vapour fteely, oven iH ad not already becom 
‘oflciently heated to do ao while in the tank steamer. 


2.—Present Mode of Transport of Petroleum through the Canal in Caves, 


il (keroxonc) i largely shipped from the 
o prosent time, refined petroleum oil (kerosono) is largely fom ithe 
Uni at i noma to th East, ee oe ae ute er ine < 
2 condists of a wooden box inclosing two rectangular tin cans, each, } 
bia oeee “the Ale eos being harmetially cloned by soldering, | Thon packagas 
oe shipped by oninaky/ cargo\ ataumn-abl ough neither the th em 
ae rete obs constalon & of comtdarls, ical ovo petrol, caes, havo 
ccnploged in their construct ; teks, dove eon, cats ba 
we experience to withstand even somewhat roug ne ont 
er at Nor sdepted for the transport of the Tiquid in tropeal imate. Tee 
percentage of leaky cases in a cargo is usually vers amall, and, #0 far as we havo en 
rg indadever ws iaciavos id on eae DURES having occurred on board a stoasn-’ ip 
ie x ih es g-oll”™ while in transit through tho Canal. Daring She. process of 
laden with “ cayo-oil” wile ‘ Gana, Dating the 1 i 
5 0 in port, there 1s obviously increased tis m 
create of tach weideats as the socewbat slarohug fre which uo, the 
Satoodiag of the case-oll ship “Acrora” in the Hooghly (sea, Apponix 5) pes 
ailitate i we it axport, the danger of ignition « 
aaaetes invecy eaall” Aigomlag a fo to bave’booowe voll ofablahed fn a warts 
Aled with petroleum in easen it evident that the packages deseribod would not offer 
a yack pedstanco $0 ii Stanes” mot Soe this point of view, saosin ol sis rm 
ae e di tanks must be reg dl as 
Sil a reed caer aed eee eae oe 
greater meastre of safety ; 
Saeed gare f e the nir space between the vessel's 
ei ft ingo of e-oil, where the air 9 1 
ares ar acne Ss meena sed 
Se ST Tie weatad fe hack ofthe 10 support it. he instance of the * Jos 
Foch (eed Apnaeadis 0) affords using coniranion of ths view. Obviowly, what Bas 
in feared is Ce is oncape of 0 
ssi Pe apts fh ttn ial nanan dt EO 
1 a aes saben ‘Sisornabla 3 eeppowe Dan seve er ger of 
sr than could easly eat would. be essential t0 n continuance ofthe fre. A serious 
Soblaion might oridectly rapture, the il fa veel enrying avi and the lam of & 
colliding ship might penatrate sulliciently far to cut into one or two of : 
ae bie igh fet free, but the quantity would be limited to the 
Gor ylang jn cases to tho East in 1889, 1890, 1891 were as 
follows — 
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and, as already stated, there appears to be no record of any occurrence of fire i 
‘onneetion with these shipments,” Sh eae ee ae 


3.—System of Transport in Tanks, 


For the method of carriage in casos just described, it is proposed to substitute, 
greater or less extent, the system of transporting the petroleum in bulk in spedally 
— ae ete stipe: = Joltaticn of this system is due to the late M. Ludwig 

fobel, who was led to employ it on a large scale in conveying Russian kerosene from 
Baku to the mouth of the Volge, ia chonequente/of the searel be Rua or tebe 
suitable for use in the manufacture of barrels. For some time donbt prevailed as to 
whether a mode of transport which had been found to answer well on the comparatively 
short voyage referred to would be equally available for long distances and on other seas, 
and this doubt was strengthened by the failure of the earliest attempts to earry petroleum 
in bulk across the Atlantic. Tn 1885, however, two sailing-ships, the “ Andromeda ” and 
the « Crusader," were fitted with n large number of comparatively small tanks, and the 
successful trips made by these vessels were regarded as setting at rest the doubls which 
dad been expressed. For somo period there was much difference of opinion as to what 
were the proper principles applieablo to the construction of such vessels, and especially 
ax to the important question whethor tanks separnte from the skin of the ship should be 
provided, or whether the skin should itself form part of the sides of the oil tanks. As 
already mentioned, the converted salling-ships “Andromeda” and Crusader”. were 
fitted ‘with a number of independent tanks, and necessarily s0, since the vessels thems 
elves were not built for the purpose of this traflo; but it is expocially worthy of note 
that the same syxtom of construction wax adopted from choieg in the constenetion of the 
iron tank steamship “Sviet,” built in 1885, for the petroleum trade, and, to some 
alent, in the “Bakuin,” wbich way built vory shortly afterwards, ‘he muject of 

@ principles of construction of petroleum tank steamships was ably dealt with In 

Ass hy Mr. B, Martel, Chiet Surveyor to Lloyd's, fn 8 pa ralaienoaiy 
of fe, Anatitation of Naval Architect, and extracts from that paper are. given in 

. In this connection a system of construction advocated by Mr. He Si 

Gir W. G, Armstrong, Mitchell, and Co,) for general adoption lauianea: ‘shoud 
Hot romain unnoticed. This consists in fitting the vessel with watorballast tanke of 
Conical transverse section extending beneath the oll tanks, so that, ax far as the bottom 
in concerned, such a voxel has prnetically a double skin, 

‘The evolution of the petroleum tank steamer has, however, been in the dircetion of 
simplicity of construction. and practically the mholo of tho vescl now employed the 
ide aro what aro known ax “akin-ships.” ‘These vessels are ually constructed 1 
from neyen to nine oil tanks, the bottom and sides of which coosiet ef Uke wen ve 
r tes forming the skin of the ship. ‘Tho tanks are separated by oil-tight transverse 
bulkheads, and each tank is divided into port and starboard sections by a longitudinal 
bulkhead, which is not in all cases oiltight, xo that there are from fourteen £0 eighteen 
oil compartments. ‘The ongine and boilers are situated abaft the oil tanks, and are 
xoparated from thom. by a “‘safoty apace,” formed by the after bulkhead of the end 
oil tank, and another similar bulkhead at « short distance from it, a well ax by a eroxs- 
bunker. It has not been customary to construct auch a aafoty space forward of th 
oil tanks, | To keep the oil tanks quite full-of oil, and to provide for expansion of their 
contents, “expansion trunks” are enrried up from’ the main deek, which forme the top of 
the tanks, to a little distance above the upper deek, In some instances, these expansion 
trunks extend the whole length of the oil tanks, and have divisions ecrrespondivae with 
the transverse, bulkheads separating the oil taaks (when they terminate at. the upper 
deck, with small raisod combings above the deck); i other eases, thoy may be desertbed 
ax shafts. ‘The spaces above the main deck and below the upper deck, between the 
trunks and sides of tho vessel, are utilized as coal-bunkers, doors being provided in the 
transverse bulkheads forming the safety spaco to admit of the coal beins trimmed into 
the stoke-hole, if those bulkheads are caried up above the main deck. 
# the present. time between sixty and seventy petroleum tank steam-shi 
ctuployed inthe trade, "Many of these vessels cary frome 3000 to 4,000 tonscrake ST” 


© On various points econected with the construction aid manegerent 
reesiyed valuable jaforation from Mr. Hlrbeet Harrioger, 4 estaliog of tal carne 
tical expetituce Ia relation Wo wuch veraela, and who became well sezestael jaa = 
er a seatatel o 


4—Dangers which may attend the transport of Pétroteum in Tonks through the Canal. 


‘The possible risks attaching to the proposed traffic may be classed under the 
following heads : A 

(@.) Fire or explosion occurring on board the petroleum tank steam-ship. 

(2) Escape of petroleum from the tank ship through leaknge, collision, oF 
grounding. and ignition of the liberated oil. 

jccidents of the first class are undoubtedly liable to oceur under the climatic 
conditions prevailing in the Suez Canal during a portion of the year; indeed, the 
recent destruction by fire off the coast of Greece of the tank steam-ship Lux," laden 
with refined petroleum, though attributable to mismanagement and groas carelessness, 
as well as, perhaps, to what may be described as faulty construction of the vessel, clearly 
indicates that such a risk is far from an imaginary one, and it eannot be denied that the 
probability of the occurrence of such a disaster would be increased by the climatic 
conditions prevailing in the Suez Canal. 

‘Assuming # serious fire to have become established on board x tank steamer laden 
with petroleum, the character of the injury to other vessels in proximity and to the 
permanent accessories to navigation of the Canal would obviously depend Jargely upon 
the extent to which the burning cargo became liberated ; so long as the hull remained 
intact, little or no oil could escape, but in such a waterway the removal of the burning 
‘vessel would be & matter of great diiculty, if not of impossibility, and if the vessel were 
to founder whilo any coméderable amount of the eargo remained unburnt, the floating 
‘out of tho burning petroleum which would enxue eould not fail to be a nource of gront 
danger, in view of the narrowness of the area over which the oil would extond; moreover, 
the removal of the sunken vessel would, in some parts of the Canal, be a difficult and 
tedious operation, during which the traffic might necessarily be entirely suxponded. 
Apart from the development of a dangerous fire on board the vessel, an explosion of # 
mixtare of petroleum vapour and air might take place, No explosion could, 

‘cent in the oil tanks while full of oll, and the risk of explosion in the expansion trunks 
‘would bo very xmall, bat if oil eseaped from the tanks into the bunkers or other confined 
es In tho vessel, it would, at the high temperature sometimes prevailing in the 
annl, be liable to become rapidly converted into vapour sufficient to form an explosive 
gas mixture with the air in thoxe spaces. 

On the return voyage, after the vessol had discharged her argo, the oil tanks 
themselves, if not effectually cleansod (a result by no means easy of attainment), would 
‘also be not unlikely to contain an explosive atmosphere while the vessel was passing 
through the Canal during the warm months, An explosion occurring on board a stoam- 
ship Inden with oil in bulk might be followed immedintely by very serious loaknge from 
the tanks and ignition of the oil; while if the yeasel nd discharged her cargo, « scriows 
explosion in the oil tanks would probably cause her to founder. 

Accidents of the second class are undoubtedly to be still more seriously apprehended. 
‘The normal leakage of oil from petroleum tank ships cannot under ordinary citeamstances 
be regarded as a risk worthy of consideration, but if a tank steamor laden with petroleum 
had met with bad weather, it is quite possible that she might be leaking to such an 
‘extent x to be a source of danger when moored for any length of time in those parts of 
the Canal where there is still water, Moreover, it occasionally happens that rivets work 
loose and become displaced, and this may occur while the vexsal ix in the Canal, 
Undoubtedly, however, the most important risk to which tank ships of the ordini 
construction passing through the Canal with petroleum in bulk would be subjected fs 
that of injury to the skin of the vessel by collision or grounding, and consequent libera. 
tion of the oil. It will be noticed that the ordinary Regulations for the navigation of 
the Canal now in force (sec Appendix 3), distinctly recognize the possibility, if not 
probability, of the occurrence of collisions, and it is well known that accidents. of 
this character do occur in the Canal from time to time. ‘The risk is therefore far from 
an imaginary one. Collisions or grounding may occur through carelessness or 
mismanagement, through the mistaking of signals or orders, through the derangement of 
steering gear, through the unsatisfactory answering to the helm exhibited by some 
‘vessels at the low rate of speed imposed by the Regulations, through the failure 
of the search light, through the effect of a strong wind, through the sudden oceurrence of 
‘a sandstorm, or through a vessel ina siding being sucked out by a passing vessel, as in 
the case of the collision between the “Britannia and the “Knight of St. John” (seo 
Appendix 8). Collisions may take place either between two vessels passing through the 
Canal, or between a tank-vessel and one of the dredgers, barges, tugs, house-boats, or 
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Jaunches employed inthe Canal service, |The dredgers have been already described, and 
‘on referring to the accompanying photographs (see Appendix 2, photographs Nos. 42 
and 46), it will readily be understood that even a slight collision Vebweenta,tank-stesmer 
laden with petroleum and one of these machines might be attended with disastrous 
consequences, In fact, the floating plant and the various vessels employed in the work of 
widening the Canal, which, as already stated, will not be completed for some years, must 
be held todd materially to the risk of collision in the Canal, and even when these special 
operations aro completed, there must always be dredgers, with their attendant lighters, 
and tugs, employed in keeping the channel open. In the widened parts of the Canal 
vessols ean pass cach other anywhere, but the system of navigation adopted in these 
portions appears to be less safe, from the poiut of view of possible collisions, than that 
Which prevails in the narrow portions. Tt has been asserted that, owing to the narrowness 
of the waterway in the Canal, it would be impossible for one vessel to deliver a penctratinge 
blow to another, except near the stem or stern, or at any rate not amidships, where the 
tanks of a petroloum-steamer are sitaated. It is doubtful whether this is quite true of 
even the narrow portions of the Canal, but it does certainly not apply to the sidings or to 
the widened portion, where there is room for a vessel to get across the waterway to such 
an extent that she might be struck amidships by the stem of another vessel. Moreover, 
the oil tanks may be injured to such an extent as to cause serious leakage, without 
receiving a direct blow from the stem of another vessel if a tank-steamer is subjected Lo 
4 bumping or gliding collision, Tn the Bitter Lakes it is usual for vessels to be driven at 
full specd, and in the Small Basin of these lakes, where there is a buoyed channel, 
grounding, attended =p with serious results, may readily occur, in consequence of 
the high rato of apeod permitted. 

‘The effect of w comparatively alight collision upon a tank steam-ship laden with 
petroleum might be to cause the rapid outflow upon the surface of the waterway of 
@ considerable quantity of the cargo, and if this occurred during the prevalence of a high 
temperature, it is searcely conceivable that an oil would not oceur, ‘The 
petrolonm would very qui erature at which it would free! 

f indeed it was not already in that condition in the vessel, 

Yapour becoming rapidly distributed throagh ‘the atmosphere to considerable 

ite ignition, followed by firing of the oil, would doubtless take place. From 

point of view the presence of the gax buoys nnd gas standards, by which certain parts 

of the Canal are illuminated, distinctly adds to the risks attending the tmnsport of 

petroloum in bulk through the Canal. Practical illustration of the destructive elfect of 

even a comparatively small quantity of petroleum upon the sarfnee of water was 

afforded in the caso of tho Widttower” at Sunderland. "(Seo Appeniix ‘,)" Tn that 

instance the liquid implicated was, it is true, erulo petroleum; but refined petroleum or 

Korowne at a suflciently high temperutaro, such as might provail in the Sucz Canal, 

woul give pmetically the same results as crude petroleum at a low temperature, In this 

connoction it should be borne in mind that, on the Suez Canal, vessels cannot be turned 

round, and that thay cannot readily be driven far astern on such @ narrow waterway, 

‘Tharofore, in the event of a potroleum fire occurring in the Canal, vemels in the proximity 
and heading towards the fire could only bo effectually removed by being towed astern, 


5.—Consideration of the Provisional Regulations relating to Tank Steam-ships in view of 
the Dangers specified. 


Inasmuch sw series of provisional Regulations (Appendix 10) in respect to the 
proposed transport of petroleum has been issued by the Suez Canal Company since the 
subject wax roferred to us, it hax become our duty to examine into the question whether 
there Regulations aro well calculated and sufficient to provide for the reasonable safety 
of gonoral trafic through the Canal, and for the maintenanee of the waterway In an 
unobstructed condition. = 

Certain principles of construction to be followed in the building of the vessels to be 
employed, and rales for the conduct of the traffic, are sot forth in the Regulations in 
question, Apparently, the omployiment of tank stoam-ships, not differing really in 
general construction from those at present aflont, is contemplated. It is stipulated that 
the vowels are to be provided with a safety xpuce forward ax well as abaft the oil tanks, 
but whether the double bulkheads are required to be eatriod up to the appor deck is not 
stated, 

In respoat to the eapacity of tho oil tanks, the Regulations appear to lack precision. 
It ia customary, in the case of petroleum-tank steamships, to describe asa tank the 


whole space between any two of the transverse bulkheads, although such tanks are 
invariably divided into port and starboard sections by a longitudinal bulkhead, It is 
true that in many tank steam-ships this longitudinal bulkhead is not oil-tight, but 
assuming the skin of the ship to have been ruptared on one side of the vessel, the oil 
contained in the section of the tank an the opposite side could not escape otherwise than 
Slowly, if the longitudinal bulkhead were not oil-tight, while, with an oil-tight division 
between the port and starboard sections, there would, of course, he no escape at all. 
Assuming that, under the provisional Regulations, the longitudinal bulkhead is to bo 
made absolutely oil-tight, and each division is to be regarded asa tank, the practical 
effect would be to. permit the use of vessels having compartments of nearly double the 
usual capacity. ‘The Regulations direct that no lights other than the electric Tizht and 
the necessary signal lights are to be nsed, and that, while the vessel is passing through 
the Canal, no one on board is to smoke or to have upon his person any means of 
obtaining ‘a light. ‘There is, however, no provision for enforcing this rule, and no 
prohibition of the use of fire in the galley. The Regulations deal with the risk of 
grounding by providing that the tank-steamer ix to be conveyed by a tank-tug, into 
which « portion of the petroleum can be quickly transferred by means of powerful pumps. 
All potroleum-tank steamers are provided with pumps of sich eapacity that the tanks 
can be readily emptied, bat it is obvious that in the event of serious injury to tho skin 
of tho ship whero it forms part of the oil tanks, the petroleum must eseape on to the 
surface of the Canal, whatever arrangements wore made for transferring it to another 
reasch. Moreover, it may be argued that the attendanco of  sleamrtog upon a tank 
steamer in such a waterway would itself be a source of danger, While making any stay 
in a port of access, the petroleum-tank stoamer is to be isolated by means of floating 
booms, but no deveription of tho booms or of the mode in which they are to be used is 
given, so that it is Impossible to form any opinion ax to whother what ix contemplated 
would be any real protection. It would appoar that if kuch bo the case tho application 
of booms would be of still greater importance when the vessel is in tho Cana}, and whon, 
Jn consequence of the greater proximity of other vessels, protection is even moro 
necessary, ‘The prominent dofoct in the Regulations appoars, however, in our opinion, 
to be the absence of any assumption of any responsibility on the part of the Sues 
Canal Company. Even if tho Regulations were full and preciso in all other rospects, 
thoy would still be useloss unless they embodied. adequate provision for their strict 
enforvom 


6.—Directions in which Attempts might be made fo minimize the Dangers attending the 
Transport of Petroleum in Bulk. 


‘Tho uniquo combination of conditions which attend the trafic in tho Suex Canal 
renders the transport of petroloum in bulk through that waterway inseparable from 
xpecial risks: we beliove it possibile, however, that these risks may be much reduced in 
magnitude. The most serious source of danger to bo apprehended ix the liboration from 
the tanks of the oil through collision or through the grounding of a voxsel, and although 
it may be Impossible altogether to eliminate this danger, it is pouible ho to constinct 
the vessels to be employed as to materially diminish the chances of oil being 
liberated through the above causes, Vessels similar to the “Sviet” and  Bakuin,' 
already referred to (Appendix 7), or vessels constructed with a double skin, would 
be obviously less likely to suffer such injury through collision ms would lead’ to the 
eseape of the oil, and, although, in the ease of a double-skin ship, it would, of course, 
be possible that she might meet with a sufficiently serious collision to cause both sing 
to be penetrated, there can be no doubt that this form of construction would greatly 
reduce the risk of any considerable liberation of oil on to the water, On the other 
hand, the adoption of that system of construction is. unquestionably open to serious 

jection ; thus the first coat of the vessel would be greatly increased, her carrying 
city would be diminished, the repairs necessary from time to time would be 
dificult of execution, and the existence of an explosive mixture of petroleum vapour 
and air between the two skins would be difficult to guard against, except by providing 
for a very efficient system of ventilating the space between them. ‘The most practicable 
methods of redacing the quantity of oil which could eseape from a vessel in the event of 
her skin sustaining serious through collision or grounding appear, in our 
to be a considerable subd Df the oil tanks by means of vertical oil-tight b 
or the adoption of cellular system of construction of the oil tanks at the sides of the 
vessel, with the addition of a double bottom, of the kind suggested by Mr. § 
which’ we have referred. 





‘The atilization of the spaces alongside the expansion tranks 
coal bunkers in the tank-steamers undoubtedly introduces a distinct el additional 
Tisk, even if the bulkheads forming the after safety space extend to the upper deck, for, Appendix 4. 
if these bunkers are to be used, they must be furnished with doors through which the Seedy or teemanen: 
coal can be trimmed into the stoke-hole. In our opinion, the tank steam-sbips intended ea 
to pass through the Suez Canal should carry their coal supplies aft of the safety space in 
cross and side bunkers, ‘Hucwest recorded Shade Temperature. 

‘The foregoing comments and suggestions bearing upon the construction of tank- 
steamers are offered with great diffidence, although this subject has reeeived much thought 
‘on our part, and has been thoroughly discussed by us with experts, Assuming 
that it be practicable to adopt a system of construction of tank-steamers calculated 
to greatly reduce the risk of accidental liberation of a large quautity of petroleum 
oil upon the surface of the water duriug the passage through the Canal, we are of 
opinion that, under any circumstances, far more stringent Regulations, in respect 
to the navigation of the Canal by petroloum-tank steam-ships, than those which have 
been proposed by the Caual authorities, would be necessary’ to insure the conduct 
of the traffic with reasonable prospects of safety. We would suggest that such 
Regulations should include the stipulations: That all tank steam-ships should be 
painted white, that they should, while passing through the Canal, be protected with 

ndera of large dimensions, constracted of cane or other suitable material, that 
they should be under way only during daylight, that the use of fires, other than 
the main-boiler fires, and lights of any doseriptlon, except signallights at night, 
should be strictly prohibited, that, when vewels are moored at night while in 
the Canal, they should be protected by means of floating booms in the form of 
fron cylinders of large diameter, and that au officer of the Suez Canal Company 
should’ be on board during the whole time that the tank-steamer is in the ‘Canal, wh 
should be responsible for the rigid observance of the specified Regulations, 

Even with the strict enforcement Regalations such ax the above, and with 
the adoption of an ellicient system of official inspection of tank-steamers which 
pass through the Canal, wo consider that the transport of petroleum in bulk i 
such steamers through a waterway of such exceptional character as the Suex Canal 
must always be attended with risk of accident to other shipping, and with risk of 
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more or loss serious interruption of the cnobstracted pasage of ships, and we are 
strongly of opinion that auch Regulations as those which have boon iwuod by the 
Sno Canal Company in tho form of instructions to captains of vomels ung the 
‘Canal will of themselves certainly not suilice to secure prospects of safoty such as may 
reanonably be demanded by shipowners, 


euserese: 


(Signed) F._A. ABEL, 
BOVERTON REDWOOD, 


London, May 7, 15% 
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Appendix 5, 


Burning of the “Aurora,” tacen with Petrotewm, om the Hooghly. 


I from a Dig BW cr of po 
A serious case of buming in the of = Aurora ”) : 
ee zetonin rips ig in the Hooghly of « vessel (the * At ) aden with petroleam oil 
Betas ecto oi Vics coca ce ls recor ae 
si Sl a te Pe mien tal ee 
Ti," Antu” was a easel of 1808 tons, eegnally Ion wilt 59392 can of kemen 
nd ne ae eo Lo ow 
out 515 4, and was ft sean ing fan the porizarte batch, aod qpeead on 
Brera ey RS lo moony Pag a 
i fo ngs ta ate erat 
1 vessel down (ax was desis beach her. Bat the ebb tide a 
vemel down, and partially cleared the wredkane od sehr at eee 
gv, and she took the bank and fix 
By fam ie ln a vrs gu end thea, as she sed dope eee on oa 
ming ull, floating mas of burning ail speared an 2 oak, rua ie 
Sen mn eran ph a Sgt 
. unately, the wind waa in a favourable direction, and by the exerts onster 
sap aa ml i en He 
Haport tht “had it bun natrang fod tie, all efrts would have bewn in van, and the Seating na 
of ie nd smoke woul have Lee among ths shipping tn abot Quarter Of a hous "A stone Rant 
Side nut s watery wind would have destroyed the wholo of Who shipping inthe port An exe 
ft Stir neces he anpEn i As oma 
i ali Yo wy Tt hy ea ing ve, bt ole a ln. — 
ri rahe eSeminar a 
he Sumac entre ene ate leenn 
c,h Usted nie heute Pasa eS ea 
danger to tho port which i involv in alowing ptrolaea to bw unloaded within each of Ue si 
br ened hee ae te Nn 
cre hel meee, fa wrt tA wth on Ud, th en Mt Yo 
ee pe a > it drifting far into the port, 7 
int ges anil el ad ae NE Mena 
Saya lent a a Tn te pon ng ha ine ag 
he for near! ware before winking, the ofl which roma 
aia lc Sis Sepa ea 
is dial to sen bow tho shipping Garden Rolb—it not indeed, higher up-ecatl hone fe 


ane 
st bo admitted that the dlatance of Matiabre) a 
oust be adi 8 of Mtabeoo| inishes the risk, and ix the 
tnt, owing to th wind doing th faos into the lef bank, und of ie te nag ae 
wer 5 ei, peal ac the von oh ht oe 
faatare of the ‘eatestropho which tight cccus, with a very pattie c eee: 
‘epexialy t Ue rap developnct ofthe patients ade Ie betes ery see ec ae 
alt af tho port ds oo demand thal ether Fore Canning or Damas Hes ahead Yet 
‘pon a tha poteolou dopde of Caleta word Hastour shoal be fxd 


Appoulix 6, 
Seip" Jourgh Bish” 


reds foom Ofllal Prt md ob th Couleur of the U 
Gar ofthe Unite Sate of Averica 
Cala rdf he Und Sa of Avaric itn. and, 
sid pouty a a nah 
sid sy i shi’ eng, mld na wi 
fnk om the 10s Soptanber tow la faa wih a cag ot ead 
cating oil and wa, hound to this pot et Lawdon, the ng) a 
nde ad well led for tha sa 
¢ TWh Beptorte, at C30 ya, wind waddenly shi - 
scsompaniod hy lightning 98 Pat, ship was struck Uy lightning, xapke tenes temadiacte nr s 
‘eoverd coming up Uo chain lakwrn The fore ay ws a soc at to or vo ecg 
dei i te Yar free ay eat deans ee he 
Sine czy op hereto, Uy kept the free pase a Wcketa working og wate 
tai loka Each nda notwithstanding ths’ the ‘ance sil incre, rca 
Tain lates, which wore at ones replacid, rating in spite of all their endeavoum to chock the mse 
smokin rapidly icrunsed. “At'S $A all“bamik, toak Wo the ben Reon ae ene ne 
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ang road the ship all night; at at. they wer picked up by the alin tarqu “Clament 
APR, vansined by all daylight, AL S-a3t the captain returned on oar in his own boat, an 
Tathr coumiostion fond the fie was ont; at 30-4. all bands returned on boar aid straighten 
eran Wine they lft he ship they were wuable to go under the frwcastl, in consequence of tho 
Timed nok. ‘The ship's chronctneter stopped at 120 Pat. Greenwich time, in consequence of getting 
swet wih salt water. 
‘The 25th Soptexber sot in with light winds and clear weather, a heavy sea running, ship 
pacing eay.Tewaais cal othe day weather madera, all aoc salting 
anaes oily attended, lage quantities of sprit of turpentine and ofl coming wp with the water, 
Pom ot further nothing waletial ocurred with the exception of frequent squall, sail being wudo 
pans besnge regularly attended, lange quantities of mitts of tarpent 
outer until the 14th Ontobey, whon, at 12 noon, Bishop 
miles; Bishop's Lighthouse bearing. N, by Bdistant 
8 salle, and at 80 PO pilot was recaved om board off Dungénes, undcr 
eae te they continued. o their way fo this port whore they arrived with: te auslstance of « 
wecrtag. aad nally tnoore there without further secident on Uho 17d Octobar at 10 at, cvilehiao 
teiminkcrtiames. "Gu the 19) Octobe, on prosesting to diahange, they found. vevera of th 
Hts Ncorchel and Lady Darvel, somo of them being alo empty. On tho 2nd October, in 
ans arvoral of cho tarde were found to be scorched sod tadly true. On the 24th, 
Evo 28th, as tho carge was dischasged, several of tha Iazrela were found sordhest and 
Pa aan finished docbanging earye on use 28th October, cargo turning out correct With. 6 
vara ovee 


Rock was made tearing Nu 


Appendix 7 


stencte from o Paper om the Carriage of Petrileurn in bulk on Oversea Voyages rout by Me. B. Martell, 
Chief Serceyor to Lloyt's Register of British and Foreiyn Shipping, at 0 Mecting of the Institution 
of Naval Architects, of Liverpo, Fuly 27, 1886. 


Another stoam-vesse, tho * viet” (Diagranne 13 atid 14), tion 
Company last year hy the Motala Company have. lad great oxperionce in the building of vesue 
Tntemdod to cary petrulonsn in balk, tas Wen specially downed to convey tho ol from Aston 
Earvppan, parts, and dfflors is ber covstraction trou Us er engiies wre plage 
wr eat Adahto balkheads (uiarket A ot Diagrain 14), forming a" water bulkhead,” aro fitid an tho 
av alde af Uhe eros. burke Fora of this for Longe af 140 fot Whe val i divided iy x 

idle Lino Inugitudioal Valkbeod, and by several umnsverwe bolkhaaa extending to the yppe 

uveach of th compartaents  forsed. a cistern in construct, thw of which ae Palle 
the alos of the veel, Ioaving a possage of aboot 3 foot Similarly. « xpaco of about 
etn the up deck andthe tp ofthe caer ig of tho 
otiou, with which tho Yount is fitted, forme (ho tottona of the istorts, which ate 
‘a itee! ‘water-tight (at into an uppor und a lower tier, ‘Thorn ary sixteen such 
don of te Gnterns atv not connocted with th sides of tho voml, tho object being that they 
rmay rvmain intact. In the event of canotaaion or damage to the Latte. 

Tei claimed by 0 of the * viet” thot the following wre ntuong the advantages of tho 
arrangenente adopted ‘vessel: The cisterna ure at any time open to inspoctin, ani iy Ooae of 
fo to repair also Ue mre eaey Uo Gl ar emmpty without. being oped, while tho aysten of 
Tien has skorwn itself to by in every: way prootial and aatafactory. But, howevor completo soay be tho 
‘lougn and arraigemont of the tank ix this vessel, ho plan ix cno which, frogs ite cost, fae hithorto 
{allel to coramend fuel to Use ahip-ownore of Uhin country, For vory Hele more thas the sua, whi 
he “Sviet” cont to build, it woold be possible to construct a stoainer oi, other pls la to soind 
‘Geseribyd i tks paper, cxpablo of exrrying nearly twice ax much cange. "Tt should be added dat tho 
‘Syiet™ has quite receutly brought a full c Karoseno to London frum Fiusve, whist Td ai 
Gppotanity of inspecting, ler afore tbo diachango of bo caro, and found that Ht 
with little oF no feskage an tho voyage. 

Avot an forthe curiagy of prea in ul, Sn, am-vemaln i, Ui 
Monts, Wm Griy and Ca, of West Hartloponl, in a gow frum. vessel amd the." 
(Diagrams 15 and 16), now completing for a Londen firm. Het registered dimonaions aro 
ty Se fot Uy 17 dfn, ad tho gros tango 1.837 tons The great Ua of th in this vol it 
earvied bencath dock, 2 wove feature of which in that tho beams are given « camber iy 1h 
‘pant way to Usa 2 : 7 ri 

Ac ebown in the sketch of midahips socticn, the * Baknin™ hua a eellelar bottom, the crown of 
‘chil forma the oor of the ofl tanks, “Above the oollular bottom, to the height of tho “tworn deck 
The of extends to the cia, nk in, some other plans. ip the ‘twoen decks, atl of the shape abawn on 
the section, ap built « number of aditional ol evapsrtments, They do not axtond either to the vide 
if the veual or to the deck above; am it ix claimed for this plan that, while tho ail ix Ube misin hokt 
fu never wach s high Lemjerstire owing to tho immorvinn of the vewal, the tanks in tho Twee 
Teckas by twing s» formed, are kept at a xmuch Jowwe temporatiro in hot elimaias than i€ thoy extended 
vo th aiden “Ta the erent to, of injury to the hall at Uke part ty collision oF otherwise, tho tanks 
would, upder ordinary circu atasoes, escaps injy 
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Appendix 
Catision sn the Suet Canal beboten the P. and 0. Sterm-ship * Britannia” and the * Knight of S. John 


‘Hsteacts from Evidence taken in the Court of Adwiralty, ox reported in the Daily Ovasle* March 18 
and Aprit 2, 1802 


Xestanlay Mr. Justice Jeune and Trinity Masters, in the Court of Aaiairatty, resumed and 
Gonelnded the hearing of tho available evidenor—thut for the defendants alone te the wats nt 
Sarauger. in ell anal, owsht by the owners of the stramsalin. "Rane of 
Be Joho” of Liverpool, 3397 tons, against the Funizgalar and Oriental Company, as owns ae 
“Titans,” 6,001 fon 
The cigs for th plantifa was that wv the “ Knight" wat waiting at & eral in tho Cana, the 
“Britannia.” by hee high rate of speed, sucked her out autora and ‘collial th hee, Genee ee 
defendants asserted. they wero going “dad. alow,” and it was tho “Knight” which pera ne he 
stick the Britannin™ 
Yesterday Ar Julius Oman, master of the * Brita," and wecustomod ty tho Canal foe twenty 
ears pare idence as to the teinglag up of that voacl uni the wigal wat nade or ber en pene 
abont 64574 on tho evening ofthe colin. Witnoun was oa thekeide wilh a Cant tle wed eee 
the signal on tho west tauk' to proceed. ‘Thare was a stetiner in vac ef the = Bauer 
{earer of weil, und they kept at about that distin (s tid-chanoel, proceeding slow, wad ee rae 
to dad slow before eating tothe satin 
Tu further atuination tho captain sald that. had the * Knight” kept gost Hokus, abo muse 
Yee! abwad of the" Hitanni,” ool ywovanaably the * Beinanis® ulus ee ae eile 
using the olecteic ight. The *Kulght™ struck the * Britannia on. tha staricund site oe eee 
Wa toting poute Kodo tn avo fe . 
Cromesxanined by Dr, Rak, witness axle dd not know tho uuu af oF anythiog alent the 
‘stam aad ofthe “Taian” it was dak afer they had tn til uy and they Co eas soe 
‘orn lights abd the lors; he roremberel nothing about hee when ted up tnfre searting eens thee 
thore was s ship. Ho was partied, usa tallsterner to puss m seater ung late thesia i e 
Saal sathriiy woakd allow At th tine of th calson bo should ut th ship peelic te 
2 allen abe be dil not take purtivalar notion of het, at Se Hld nit Sans 
todo sa, ‘Thay wer ted wp, notin ulin, bat ltply to Mech poation, cs 
Supposing the "Britannia wore going at knots sho would tales ar, ce ne 


five minutes Lo come to w standstill. Lut for Stopping at the sation, be supposed they would 


prubaily stop mane than two or thres tives altogethor ging Uhrough the Canal "Witte. was oe shoe 
Fridge the whole timo with the pilot; he world sae what onlarx he gave, but ho (rita would 
inuetaro with hina. They had signals for “alow "a lle alowor” sud" dead Sows "tig evince 
die tana topRes cveaalonally, but with = daa slow ~ that would seldou. be required. A follosieg 

e would make a diference th that wapect. ‘There wat nit'n fallowing de ihe acer 
Tho Hritaunia wa stk In the aor jaro the horecune doth about 120 fot fromthe sure tins 
ar where the stern of tho * Knight” frst wtruck ber, ‘The atera cam out far enough oo sake 
ceariinia J mt-chanvwl—aay, about Uo broth of a ahi, 40 de 60 foo, ‘The Holancla® won 
‘exnotly In nid-cbanne. 

Any ships he should way, would go ax slow ax posible in passing, Dut there must be some motion 
dg at ah la Ment obra her stow would afc het. cou. ‘Tar was sys 
changer of yasring tutough stopping altaguther: Ha was positive that they wore gulag aralovly oe 
esate wil sje way. Axe nppachal th "Knights be sake his res hal aeahe 
shor lp and tel an thay were in quaraatine thay would go cm fron TY Sad without cali 
Fires of te ahipa Uy pow ered: ther, aus witnou balled the fourth, and while be was dongs 
fi the stern Of Cha * Knight came out. The course ofthe *Ritansin” was’ not altered through ss 


nt would be fiom 8,000 to 2,000 tons, and a wave of water in. the 
ikely to affect het. ‘There was to pass a. siding’ os slowly a4 pom 

v relucedl Won talnlmum euosislent with steering. The Betannis * war teres aoe: 
ar the, “Knight” wntit after the collision it was incarweet to aay that the 

"Bennie" ng hr oan quater Aa the * Knight" 
is Judge AX tho time of the sallnion tere wns no tide, Protally « vemel coming ont 
‘woul! hal hor how out tryt, but sho might cosmo story fen 
Mr. Justice Jouve and Trinity Masters, sling in tho Contt of Adminlty yesterday, continoad the 
Denein tan for damages in collision between the abwre liner in Use Sues Casal the, plait 
spnuSatn case Dain that a ae was lying ata aiding, Uho™ Hitannia” in poasing at & hightvate of 
muck er tern ont wl collided with hee. whilst the “Britannia” wsterted that abe Sur going 
iow, and it was the" Knight which tun into her, Following the evidence of the master of the 

only he ree f tho * Knight," in cha of the culls 

D second officer of the * Knight," in charge of ler aft a the time ion, 
Err auidanoe describing the fastening ofthe stera moorings. which weve kept Light well ate the heal, 
od the "Knight aground ua he beloved. They could mk be ether in, though the centre of her 


St es cae eens yee ee a 
Gorsters ppeared tee Knight,” which she struck close to whors ha had bee 
moanek what wash he ed away. The “Knight's” starboard line was 
sto ing he str dhe stan, on the op treakig it 
Sop craiae sy cee meg 
Characterize the ~ Britanni’s™ speol ar reckless in. ywusing. ‘The " Kuighit’e™ engines word moving 
Shed atthe tine of tbo eollnon ad be now Knew thus Uy wee Pu ful peed aad 
SE 


Appouilis 9 
Seamhip * Witdfiower: 


(he Ofek Report, dated Mar 7, YOO, ofthe Meant of Trae Pvatgtin ss the 
Mawilee and Gtaas of dad Damage eed or ed oy Be BrAeh Retoalty 
 Wildfener,” of London, in the Biver Wear, on or aloul Jonnary 8, 1800. 


vidtwer™ gee ba at Sunderland in to your 
‘The “ Wilddower” wat Brita steam srow veal, having teu tho yn 
uso Se wat pc rey ca cll Yl hain a ao 
Hat ake "The aetna etal rt an tn ip po Ulmer dk th sie 
a a aio th tak a tank Taig he op aon fk wh 
free the Thee tanks wre also capable of Vall tank 
Mairead fal be Thea were od eta . 
he Yt cargo ol was ships st Madea. 1 wax petroleum orate ol. All th six cago 
zwere Ace ‘The surge Ws dicianped se ouo, end Gahan ea Maid on te 
Tho tanks ware poured oot mara pale wat 
NoT ta wht Of ln in No. unk nt 2 ncn 6 3 tne a 
2 jock in ie abot inches, in No.8 tank bout 18" incon, and iu No.6 tank about 


on ae ths her We wih reap ata th Waa A 
ship, which still had a Hist to port. Ho gave him no particular directions ns to drai bo tanks, 
teeta ie had ben bb wed tn ppg gang en btw omaldeae oy la fomme by the 


sot ofthe tide jut below the end of the Manor Quay. é 


ero, hm yin eins ian 
sane a bt nt a ey hie oily ro i 
Form angi soe a ag sesh ha rv a 
te ml tay ght te rh fr i Sad ae sour 
ae ea ea toe and one dele 
Kine ot apenas ned ta th te we mn ape wa 
soit! a at wih wos wer dpe tse fron Tan at fae tthe 
Aeubrtaooih seo fie todfomel cho ere boo tas" Paka” whe king 
‘up the river, in et to neo if the channel was clear, ee sanall body of amoke and far 
Slime se seta benched pon Un oreo 
So anerctaeL ee yin caer nen te 
iawn ha eae an 
Sta oc ena mckn od an red wp no ar nd et 
Aan tel wp by tele ei eel pag shh uy een © Deda” 
‘ee aes sever estndal to the eatmanl of te opt where thay wero fit oles ly 
Mr. Brown, 2 i isa 
We atnes scorch tho quatter of the * Parkfield,” but this vessel was saved fw serions damage 
ene toes ees eee at 
SCAN Wt cele the Tight, brag Tally. “Dy th tne the Has ware ing sr 
j110) 
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aight and rushed over the tows of the" Deronda” ‘There was a boat and a raft of timber between 
the" Deronda” and the quay. Some of the workmen employed on the “Deronda” dropped into the 
wat, and got safely on tothe raft; but two lilersmits, te of ‘whom was John Thowpecn, were lft 
hanging ta ope over the * Deroada's” port “Another toot was aunt to take these two men 
oa boarl ‘The fe sept tound the west sera from the staoand side, and enveloped the bat 
The two men aud the mes rowing jumped overboan, tw of than being saved Uy gutting bald of bout 
hole held towards theis from the rat; but the chin man, John Thowpoon, who drvtel outwanks 
from tho vee, sink, and wae Grownel efor asitance could be rendered. ‘The surface of the water 
where Thompenn aazk wis a mass of Masse.” Thoeupern’s body was recovered about 2 ra just white 
he ha sunk, his face beng mach barat 

“ha fn ws extinguish in toned the * Deron hy hose from tho quay and the police howe, at 
tho vow! war consiealy damaged. ‘The flames’ then enveloped. the tng "Baal of Dusutie 
Aumdeayieg tbe whola of Uba balwesex the puddlooneen, the tse the Teton at whaabocrean, te 
‘ngine-hotse, aad a portion of the cabin. ‘The dames spread to the” Douglan 

A witness who waa on beard thi youl saw the commencement of Use fe from the x 
esl fa Wing le Sha lea rt saw yan a Sacra 

ily. From tho"Doaglat the fre ysl to the " Wildiower” and was so fiero tae twenty-mve 
ton inthe latter veel rere bly bucklad an re now Relog removed. ‘The Gre was extinguished 
by 1 welack, partly by baruing Itt ot, and partly by watee played upon it by various engin 


Appendix 10, 


Prowuional Ragulaturms 


[ot roprinta on account of their tenour being 60 widely known.) 


No. 114. 


Question asked in the House of Commons, May 12, 1892. 


Mr, Davidl Randell, Co ask the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Attire whether 
the Suez Canal Company have sanctioned provisional Regulations which propose to 
permit the passage of tank steamers Inden with bulk petroleum through the Suex 


Canal on and after the Ist July next : 

Whether Her Majesty’ Government are aware that, in the opinion of the 
eminont petrolonm exports, Sir Frederick Abel and Mr. Boverton Redwood, such 
proposed traflic will be fraught with danger to life and property on the Canal ; and, 
if $0, what steps, if any, do the Government propose to take to prevent’ such 
threatened danger + 

And, will he lay a copy of such provisional Regulations, and of the whole of the 
correspondence which has taken place relating to this passage of potroloum in bulk 
through the Suez Canal, upon the table of the House 


Anewer. 


‘The Suex Canal Company have sanctioned provisional Regulations for the passage of 
petroleum tank ships on and after the Ist July next. 

\ copy of the Report of Sir Froderick Abel and Mr, Hoverton Redwood has only 
been received to-day, and will be forwarded to the British Directors of the Suez Canal 
Compan; 

Her Majesty's Government hare no power to interfare with the Company in regard 
to tho regulation. of ie passing through the Canal so long as the Company 
complies with the provision of its Charter, that the flags of all nations shall receive equal 
treatment, 

‘here is no objection to lay the papers asked for, but I desire to point ont that the 
Regulations referred. to appeared in the Board of Trade Jourval for Pebroary, and the 
correspondence with the Shipping Associations, Chambers of Commerce, and others has 
already been made public, 


sr 
No. 115. 
Mr. Stephens to the Marquis of Salisbury. —(Received May 13.) 


My Lord, 11, King's Bench Walk, London, May 11, 1892. 

HEREWITH I beg to hand your Lordship a copy of the Report of Sir Frederick 
Abel, K.C.B, D.C.L., F-R.S., and Mr. Boverton Redwood, FRSE, F.C, F.CS,, on 
the proposed transport of petroleum in tank steam-ships through the Suez Canal. 

‘The Appendices referred to therein, which contain photographs necessitating repro- 
duction, I will take the liberty of forwarding to your Lordship in a day or two, 

Your Lordship will observe that this Report fully confirms ‘the apprehensions 
expressed by the ship-owners of the United Kingdom in their various Petitions, and I 
venture to hope that your Lordship will now sec the necessity of taking immediate 
steps to prevent the bulk transport of petroleum in the Suez Canal until the proposed 
Regulations have been so revised and amended as will insure the safety of life and 
property in the Canal. 

Thave, &. 


(Signed) D. STEPHENS, 
Representative of the North of England Steam 
Ship-owners? Association, 
Inclosure in No, 115, 
Report of Sir Frederick Abel, K.C.B, D.C.L, F.RS., and Mr. Boverton Redicood, 
P.RS.Es PIC, F.C8., on the propored Transport of Petroleum in Tank Stean-shipe 
through the Suez Canal, 


[See Inclosure in No, 113.] 





No. 118. 
Mr. Stephens to the Marquis of Salixhury.—(Receioed May 13.) 


11, King's Bench Walk, London, May 12, 18% 
ND that in tho Report sent your Lordship yesterday there is a slight print 
8, lino G, the word “imposible " having bean printed instead of * possible 
take the liberty of forwarding sour Lordship a corrected copy of the 


T have, &e, 
(Signed) D, STEPHENS, 
Representative of the North uf England Steam 
Ship-owners! Association. 


No. 17. 


Foreign Office to British Sues Canal Directors. 


(No. 9. | Commercial. 
Gentlemen, Foreign Office, May 14, 1892. 
_ WITH reference to previous correspondence relative to the transit of petroleum 
in bulk through the Suez Canal, {1am directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to transmit 
to you copies of letters from Messrs, Russoll and Arnhols and Mr. D. Stephens,* inclosing 
Report on the sabjot by Sir. Abel and Profesor Redwood; and I am to authorize 
yon ta communicate this Report ‘to the Company or not, as in your discretion yon maj 
think best, si ~~ si 
1 am, &e. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER, 


nS 


oN 





No. 118. 
Foreign Office to Messrs. Russell and Arahol<. 


Gentlemen, Foreign Office, May 14, 1892. 

1 AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the re letter 

of the 11th instant, inelosing a Report by Sir F. Abel and Professor Redwood on the 

subject of the transit of petroleum in bulk through the Suez Canal, and to inform you 
that the Report will be communicated to the British Directors of the % 

Company. 

His Lordship will be obliged if you can supply him with one or two more copies. 

Lhave, &¢ 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 





No. 119, 
Foreign Office to Mr. Stephens. 


Sir, Foreign Office, May 16, 1892. 

1 AM directed by. the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letters of the 11th and 12th instant, inclosing copy of a Report by Sir F. Abel and 
Mr, Redwood on the question of the transit of petroleum in bulk through the Suez Canal, 
and urging Her Majesty’s Government to take steps to prevent this traffic taking place 
until the provisional Reulations have been revised and amended. 

In toply, | am to inform you that your letter and the Report will be communicated 
to the British Directors of the Suex Canal Company, for their information, 

T am, however, to stato to you that this country is not » party to the Company's 
Charter, and so long as the Company complies with the provision in that Charter that the 
flag ofall nations shall be treated on a footing of equality, Her Majesty's Government 
have no power to interfore with the Company in regard to the regulation of the traffic 
Which passes through the Canal 

‘Tho Diroctors, being responsible for the safety of the Canal and its shipping, have 
takon all tho precautions they consider necessary for preserving it, and the British 
Directors received from Her Majesty's Government tho best expert advice at their 
disposal when the Regulations wore undor consideration by the Company. 

Tam, &e. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTRER 


i 
No, 120. 
Question asked in the House of Commons, May 16, 1892. 


Mr. Oreig,—To ask the Under-Secretary of Stato for Foreign Affairs if he will give the 
names of the experts whose assistance was given by Her Majesty's Government to 
the British Directors of the Suez Canal Company when the Regulations for 
transport of petroleum in bulk through the Suez Canal were under the consideration 
of the Company 

‘And, if he an say whetber the experts in question acquainted themselves, by 
personal observation, with the exceptional conditions and circumstances under which 
this tentlic must, if permitted, be conducted, 


Answer. 


‘The Inter-Departmental Committee which considered the Regulations referred to 
was composed of Colonel Majendic (representing the Home Office), Sir Dighy Murra 
Gepresenting the Board of Trade), Captain Wharton (representing’ the Admiralty), Sir 

‘vers Wilson and Sir J. Stokes (two of the British Direetors of the Suez Canal Company), 
and myself (representing the Foreign Office). 

‘The names of the first three gentlemen are, I think, a sufficient guarantee of the 
see the assistance given to the British Directors. 

¢ honourable Member is labouring under a misapprehension if he thinks that any 
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power is vested in Her Majesty's Government to permit or forbid any particular class of 


traffic through the Suez Canal. 
Her Majesty's Government have no such power, nor bas any one except the 


Compat 





0. 121. 
Mr. Stephens to the Marquis of Salishury—(Received May 17 


My Lord, 11, King's Bench Walk, London, May 10, 1802. 
WITH reference to my letter of the 12th instant, T herewith have the honou 
inclose Report, with Appendices, on the propoved transport of petroleum in tank ste 


ships through the Suez Canal. 
Lhave, &c. 


(Signed) D, 8! 
Representative of the North of 
‘Ship-owners’ Association 


— 
No, 199, 


Messrs. Russell und Arahols to Foreign Office —(Recewed May 


17, Great Winchester Street, London, May 1, 1802 
beg to acknowledge the receipt of your lotter of the 14th instant, and, in 
‘co with the Marquis of Salishury's request therein referred to, send herewith 
© copies of the Report by Sir Frederick Abel and Professor Redwood. 
We have, &e. 
Gigned) RUSSELL axv ARNHOLZ, 





No. 123 
Question asked in the House of Commons, Muy 17, 1892. 


Mr. Aird,-—"To ask the Undor-Secrotary of State for Foreign Affairs whether the Govern- 
arent have communicated to the other Signatory Powers under the Suez Canal 
Charter the fact that British ship-owners, reprosenting over 5,000,000. tons, have 
protested against the provisional Regulations and proposed authorimtion of the 
fassage on the waters of the Canal of tanksteamncrs Inden with petroleum, as a 
Tanger which threatens the security, the safoty, and the freedom from interruption 
of the Suez Canal, 


Answer. 


‘The honourable Member is under a misapprehension. ° 
There are no Signatory Powers to whom the suggestell communication could be 


made. 

“The original Concessions for the formation of the Company and for the construction 
of the Canal were granted to M. de Lessops by the Viceroy of Egypt and confirmed by 
the Sultan's Firman. 

So long as the Company complies with tho stipulation in the Concession of the 
Sth January, 1806, to treat the flags of all nations equally, Her Majesty's Government 
hhave no locus standi to interfere with the decisions of the Company. 


SSS 














No. 124. 
Question asked in the House of Commons, May 17, 1892. 


Mr. Grotrian,—To ask the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs whether, in 
view of the Petitions of British sbip-owners, representing about 5,000,000 tons of 
shipping, using the Suez Canal, in which the ship-owners strongly protest against 
the provisional Regulations, and the proposed authorization of the passage of tank~ 
steamers laden with petroleum on the waters of the Canal by reason of its climatic 
and other exceptional conditions, and in view of the fact that the ship-owners 
protests have been sustained to the fullest in the Report of the eminent petroleum 
authorities, Sir Frederick Abel and Mr. Boviston Redwood, Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment will instruct the British Directors on the Board of the Suez Canal to urge, 
as Directors, upon the Suez Canal Company, that the whole question shall be 
reconsidered, with the object of securing the protection of navigation in the Suex 
Canal, 


Answer, 


‘The Report of Sir Frederick Abel and Mr, Boviston Redwood has been referred to 
the British Dircetors of the Suez Canal Company. 





No. 126. 
Foreign Office to the British Suez Canal Directors. 


(No. 10. Commercial.) 

Hentlemen, Foreign Office, May 19, 1892. 
WITH reference to my despatch No. 9 of the 14th instant, I am directed by the 

Marquis of Salisbury to transmit to you a revised edition of the Report of Sir F. Abe 

and Professor Redwood on the proposed transport of petroleum in tank ships through 


the Suez Canal 
Thave, &e. 
(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


126, 
Mr. Stephens to Foreign Office —(Received May 19.) 


Sir, 11, King's Bench Walk, London, May 18, 1892. 
1 AM honoured with your favour of the 16th instant and note that a copy of my 
letter, and of the Abel-Redwood Report, has been forwarded to the British Directors of 
the Suet Canal Company, fr ther information 
Your remark, that Her Majesty's Government havo no power with the Company in 


regard to the regulation of thin tafe, sppeare scarcely consistent with the fact. that 


Majesty's Government thought the mbject of wulficient importance to justify 

ning an Inter.Dopartmental Committee for its special consideration, 

My clients assume that this action would not have been taken unless Her Majesty's 
Government are in a position to make recommendations for the safeguarding of the 
proposed trattic, vs 

Tt ia satisfnetory to my clients to learn from you that, in the opinion of Her 
‘Majesty's Govornment, the Dircetors of the Sucx Canal Company are responsible for 
the safety of the Canal and its shipping, which, I take it, will involve the responsibility 
for the consequences of explosion or conflagration which may occur through this 
proposed traffic. 

Tam instructed to inquire what are the grounds upon which it is asserted that the 
Directors have taken all the precautions they consider necessary for preserving xuch 
wafoty. 

With reference to the statoment, that the Directors have received from Her Majesty's 
Government the best expert advice at their disposal when the Regulations were 
consideration by the Company, I would bo greatly obliged if, for the sat 


a1 


of my clients, you will be so good as to furnish me with particulars upon the following: 
points :-— 

1. What was the scope of the reference of the subject to the experts in question ? 

_ 2. What steps were taken by the experts to inform themselves By personal 
investigation of the exceptional circumstances under which the proposed traffic would 
necessarily have to be conducted ? 

3. What were the recommendations made by the experts ns the result of their 
consideration of the subject ? 

4. To whit extent were these recommendations adopted by the , 

» ‘ wore ccommendations adopted by the Suez Canal 
Company in drafting their provisional Regulations, and what recommendations, if any, 
were not accepted by the Suez Canal Company, and why? * 
. 5. May the ship-owners assume that the provisional Regulations issued by the 
Suez Canal Company are, in the opinion of Her Majesty's Government experts, 
sufficient to insure reasonable safety; if not, in what particular do the provisional 
Regulations fall short of what, in the opinion of the said experts, is necessary to sch 
safety ? . 

I trast you will be good enough to understand that the sole object of my clionta 
bringing the matter before you in this way is, that they may be satisfied that al! possible 
Precantions have been taken to regulate what they consider to be a highly dangerous 
traffic. ae 

Thave, &e, 
(Signed) D. STEPHENS, 
Representative of the North of England Steam 
Ship-owners? Association. 





No. 197, 
Question asked in the House of Commons, May 19, 189:2. 


Mr. Craig,—To ask the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign AMhira if he can say 
whether the Government experts, who advised tho British Directors when the 
Regulations for transport of petroleum in bulk through the Suex Canal were under 
the consideration of the Company, acquainted themselves, by personal observation, 
with the exceptional conditions and circumstances under which this traffic must, if 
permitted, be conducted. 


I am not sure that I anderstand what the honourable Member means by “ personal 
obsorvation.”” ‘ 

s If the honourable Member means to inquire whether the Inter-Departmental Com- 
mittee visited the Suez Canal as a Committee, the answor is in the negative, although 
several of the members of it aro woll acquainted with the localit 

‘The members of the Committee, whose names I gavo to the Honourable Momber on 
Monday Inst, are well acquainted ‘with tho conditions required for the catriago of 
petroleum in balk, and with the circumstances under which tt would be carried through 
the Sucx Canal 





Question asked in the House of Commons, Moy 19, 1892, 


Sir Richard Temple—To ask the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the Government have communi I communicate, to the Egyptian Governe 
meat, the protest made by « body of British ship-owners in respect to the provisional 
Regulations which propose to permit the transport of petroleum in bulk through the 
Suez Canal, together with the Reports of Sir Frederick Abel and Mr. Bovertou 
Redwood, in reference exfezunrding of the Canal against interruption from 
possible explosions. 
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Answ 


he Suez Canal is not under the direction of the Egyptian Government, but of an 
sndeyemtent vem with, whose de as they are in accordance with 
their Charter, the Egyptian Government have no power of interference. 
No object would therefore be served in approaching the Egyptian Government on 
the subject, ‘The protest and the Reports referred to have been transmitte 
British Directors of the Company. 





No. 129, 


‘oreign Office to Mr. Stephen 


Sir, Foreign Office, Mey 29, 1202. 
©" 1 AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknovleige the reecigt of you 
letter of the 18th instant, in which you ask a serios of questions with reference t 
the Rogulations adopted by the Baer Canal Company for governing ic s treat of 
petroleum in bulk through the Canal, and, in reply, I am to yo Ne andres 
wih Tegers ia aos questions on the subject which were asked in the House of 


ns with reference to 


ones fer you to the Suez Canal 
For any further information you may require, fam to refer you to the Suez Can 

‘Company aie 

(Signed) | JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


No, 130. 
The British Suez Canal Directors to the Marquis of Salisbury —{Received June 15.) 


(No. 11. Commercial.) 
My Lord, London, June 18, 1893 
ACTING under the discretion allowed to us in Mr. James W. Lowther's despatch 
No. 9, Commercial, of the 14th ultimo, we communicated to the Suez Canal Company the 
Report of Sir Frederick Abel and Mr. Boverton Redwood on the subject of the passage of 
petroleum through the Suez Canal in tank-steamers. We have now the honour to forward 
to your Lordship the reply of the Company to our communication, 
We have, &e. 
(Signed) J, STOK! 
C. RIVERS WILSON, 
H. AUSTIN LEE. 


Inclosure in No, 130. 
M, G. de Lessepx to the British Sivez Canal Directors 


Mexsieurs Paris, le 3 Juin, 1892. 
NOUS avons regu votro Iettro du 20 Mai denier, qui nous transmet un’ Rapport 
fourni par Sir Frederick Abel et Mr. Boverton Redwood i des armateurs Anglais, suivant 
Js demande de ces dernicrs, sur le transport dea pétrolos en vrae par. de 
ant dans le Canal de Suez, ainsi que cop lettre adressée ti Lord 
pclation des Armateurs du Nant de PAngleterre 
Sane nous demander si lo travail de Sir Frederick Abel ot Mr, Boverton Redwood 
West pas une simple critique de notre Raglement, trop exelusivement ompreinte den 
inguiétudes do personnes istéreesses dans le 130 de transport on Orient de I'bnuile 
de pétrole, nous devons pourtant dire que nour n'y avons rien découvert, quant A présent, 
qui n’alt recu toute notre attention pendant deux années qui ont été consnordes hex 
pationt des aspects nombroax ot variés de Ia question 


Diitiments na- 
ilinbury par 


Nous joignons cependant cette pide & celles du dossier: nous Métudiorons mémne 
encore, puimque nous ne perdons de vue rien do co qui pourrait nous alder dane amé. 
Tioration de notre Raglement si lexpérionos devait nous en démontrer ln nécosste, 
Veuillez, &. 
(Pour le Président) 
(Signé) CH. A. DE LESSEPS, 








